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FOREWORD 


Opportunity, social and economic, is essential to human development. 
Since its inception, therefore, the Human Resources Research Council has 
concerned itself with the study of social and economic opportunities avail- 
able to Albertans. Inevitably, such studies involve the investigators in 
the economic, political, legal, social, and educational life of the commu- 
nity. 

In April, 1969, the Council sponsored a major Symposium on Social 
Opportunity. Working papers were presented by 40 scholars from the three 
Alberta universities. The papers covered inequalities of opportunity in 
Such areas as law, politics, health, education, and economics. 

Following the symposium six major areas were identified as important 
for intensive study and research: political opportunity, the economics of 
educational opportunity, employment opportunity, health opportunity, the 
opportunity of equality before the law, and economic opportunity. Studies 
in these areas became the responsibility.of HHRC's Socio-Economic Oppor- 
tunities study unit. 

Professor Matthews' study on the availability of socio-legal statis- 
tics in Alberta, which has resulted in SOCIO-LEGAL STATISTICS IN ALBERTA: 

A REVIEW OF THEIR AVAILABILITY AND SIGNIFICANCE, was initiated under the 
direction of Dr. K. Krotki, then Coordinator of HRRC's Socio-Economic Oppor- 


tunity Studies Unit. 


The study has been completed under the direction of 
Dr. J. MacMillan, Associate Director of HRRC in charge of the 
Socio-Economic Studies Units. The manuscript was prepared for 


printing by the staff of HRRC's User Services Unit. 


Views or conclusions expressed in this report are those 
of the author, and should not be construed as expressing the 


opinion of the Alberta Human Resources Research Council. 


Human Resources Research Council 
Edmonton, Alberta 
February, 1972 
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PREFACE 


by 
Stuart Piddocke 


This book by Victor Matthews deserves studying for four reasons: 


(a) it is a solid contribution to the social 
history of Alberta; 


(b) it is an excellent example of an important 
kind of social research; 


(c) it raises some important issues of social 
policy; 


(d) with the tables in the Appendix, it provides 


a source of information concerning the legal- 
justice systems of all ten provinces. 


KKEKKEKKKEKKEKKKEKKKRKKREKKEKKEKKKKEKKEKKKKKEREKRKRKKEKERKE 


This study sets out, first of all, to discover what kinds of data are 
available concerning the Alberta legal-justice system and amendable to the 
particular method of study chosen by Professor Matthews. This secomrestric- 
tion is important. Professor Matthews is interested (in this study) only in 
such data as can be organized into statistical tables and compared by statis- 
tical methods, using, if need be, a computer to perform most of the drudgery of 
arithmetical calculation. Though other kinds of data, requiring other methods 
of study, exist in profusion, these are not the subject of this book. 

Professor Matthews' conclusions are both encouraging and discouraging. 

A considerable body of data exists which is amenable to statistical analysis, 
but this body is scattered throughout the records of the various police depart- 


ments, courts, correctional institutions, and relevant provincial government 
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departments. Data are gathered independently by each agency for its own pur- 
poses, and neither data nor purposes are fully comparable. Matthews makes 

this point several times. Consequently, statistical analysis must be preceded 
by time-consuming and expensive collection of data from various agencies and 
then rendering that data comparable. Matthews was enabled, for instance, to 
inspect the records at Fort Saskatchewan: his conclusion was that the use of 
correctional-institution files for longitudinal study was feasible but extremely 
difficult, being both time-consuming and hindered by the sporadic nature of 
complete case histories. Regarding the tasks of the police, he could find no 
statistical data concerning: the types of police activity, and the relative 
amounts of time spent on them; the techniques of deterrence used in their re- 
lationship to social-class differences; the ecological distribution of crimes 
(though some study has been made of this in Edmonton); and on the relative suc- 
cess of various enforcement techniques. In particular, he found that no statis- 
tical record is kept of the number of warnings given by the police, and that 
there is therefore no simple statistical measure available of the exercise of 
police discretion. 

The chief source of statistical information concerning the Alberta legal- 
justice system are the tables published by the Dominion Bureau of Statistics. 
These statistics, observes Matthews, are not fully comparable with one another, 
and from them it is impossible to make any generalizations concerning the kinds 


of individuals who are caught-up in and processed by the legal-justice system. 


KKKKKKKEKKEKKEKKKKE KKK KEK KKK KE KKEK KKK KEKEKRKEKEKKKEKKK 


Notwithstanding the deficiencies noted by Matthews, the D.B.S. tables 
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provide a considerable body of data, and when these data are extracted from 


the tables and organized and presented in an appropriate manner, a number of 


interesting facts appear. It is at this point that Matthews contributes to 


the social history of Alberta. 


During 1962 to 1969 (the period for which Matthews has analyzed the 


data), Alberta was distinctive among Canadian provinces in the following re- 


specs: 


lp 


(2) 


When the offence rate (the number of offences reported per 1,000 
population between ages 15 to 69) is compared with the cleared- 
by-charge rate (the number of offences cleared-by-charge per 
1,000 population aged 15 - 19), and the resulting ratio is 
computed for Canada and for Alberta, Alberta appears to be 

going opposite to the national trend. The national trend ap- 
pears to be to charge different offenders with the same offence, 
while the Alberta trend is to charge the same person with dif- 
ferent offences. In other words, the statistics suggest that 

in Alberta a person who is charged with committing an offence, 
is likely to be charged with more than one offence. Contrari- 
wise, the national trend in the statistics suggests that if an 
offence is cleared by charge, more than one person is likely to 
be charged with that offence. Or so I interpret Professor 
Matthews ' conclusion. 

During 1962-69 the offence rate for offences against the Criminal 
Code increased, for Canada, by 19%, but for Alberta, by 49%; and 
the offence rate for offences against provincial statutes rose, 


for Canada, by 49%, but for Alberta, by 73%. Since the offence 


(3) 
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rate is the rate per 1,000 population, an increase in the 
offence rate means that offences are increasing faster than 
population. (I wonder to what extent the increasing offence 
rate reflects an increasing readiness by Canadians to break 
laws, or an increasing number of laws to be broken, or an 
increasing efficiency with which law-breaking offences 

are reported to the police. Whichever be the case, Alberta's 
rate of increase, much higher than the Canadian average, sug- 
gests that Alberta might be a good place in which to study 
this phenomenon. ) 


Over 1962-69, the percentage of indictable convictions to 


all convictions averaged for Alberta more than twice that 


for Canada; and the rate of indictable convictions (number 
of indictable convictions per 1,000 population 15 - 19) for 


Alberta averaged 60% above the rate for Canada. Over the 


Same period, the percentage of summary convictions other than 


for traffice offences to all convictions also averaged for 


Alberta more than twice that for Canada; and the rate of 
summary convictions other than for traffic offences averaged 
for Alberta 70% above the rate for Canada. 

The acquittal rate in Alberta was lower than the rate for all 
Canada. A person who was charged with an offence in Alberta 
is more likely to be found guilty in Alberta than in Canada 
as a whole. (Does this mean that in Alberta the police are 


more likely than in the rest of Canada to charge someone who 
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Will be convicted in the courts? Does this tie in with the 
Suggestion in point (1) that in Alberta a person charged is 
likely to be charged with more than one offence? The statis- 
tics cannot answer these questions. ) 

(5) Alberta courts were more likely to incarcerate convicted 
persons than was Canada as a whole, and less likely to give 
Suspended sentences. Alberta has the highest incarceration 
to conviction ratio of any province in Canada. 

(6) In Alberta, as contrasted with Canada as a whole, greater 
emphasis was placed upon incarceration for conviction for 
offences against the Criminal Code, Federal statutes, and 
especially the provincial statutes. 

(7) When we look at Canada as a whole, the number of individuals 
sentenced to correctional institutions is decreasing in pro- 
portion to population growth. But during 1962-69, Alberta 
had an increase of 28.89% in general population, and an 
increase of 71.1% in number of persons in correctional in- 
stitutions. Here again the Alberta trend is opposite to 
the all-Canada trend. 

What emerges from the statistical analysis, therefore, is a picture of 
Alberta's legal-justice system as quite distinctive, almost extreme in some 
cases, when compared to the Canadian average. 

If the statistics thus demonstrate distinctiveness, they do not explain 
it. Matthews observes that the figures showing Alberta to have the highest in- 


carceration-to-conviction ratio for Canada, might suggest that Alberta has a 
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backward and repressive legal-justice system. But he has found those members 
of the legal-justice system whom he has encountered, to be concerned, co-opera- 
tive, "enlightened", and progressive in their approach. The statistics can- 


not explain this contradiction. 


KKKKEKKEKKEKREKRKEREREKEKEKREKKKEKERKEREKREKRKKKERERERE 


Matthews! study (I wrote at the outset of this review) is an excellent 
example of an important kind of social research. I think it worthwhile to 
explore this point. The kind of social research may be called “inductive sta- 
tistical analysis". Figures are collected describing a complex association of 
happenings, and set out in some orderly form. The D.B.S. tables are just such 
collections of figures, reflecting the behaviors of a large population. The 
investigator, Matthews, in this instance, then takes these figures and searches 
for correlations and patterns among them. Many of the figures he rejects be- 
cause he cannot find any use for them. He compiles tables of the figures he 
wants, and works out proportions (rates, ratios, percentages, etc.) stating 
the relationships between figures of one kind and another. Then he seeks co- 
variations among these relationships, and so extracts patterns of similarity 
or difference among these figures. Finally, he asks what these patterns mean, 
what do they reveal about the world of behavior which those statistics pre- 
sumably reflect and measure. 

The usefulness of such statistics is that they reduce a great mass of 
happenings too complex to be comprehended in detail as a whole, into something 
which can be manipulated arithmetically to reveal patterns. Assuming that 


these statistical patterns reflect on-going dispositions within the mass of 
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happenings which originally provided the statistics, the investigator can use 
these patterns to propose hypotheses about the order of these happenings, that 
is, about how one kind of happening is related to another kind. The patterns 
give his mind a navigational fix, as it were, so that he can begin to discover 
what is going on. 

This statistical method is not, of course, the only particular method 
for discovering the order in a collection of happenings. It is, however, use- 
ful for reducing and ordering happenings on a scale such as that of a whole, 
large, complex society, by converting the happenings into a collection of pheno- 
mena - figures - which can be comprehended in a whole by a single observer. The 
methods of statistics are machines, as it were, for accomplishing this reduc- 
tion and conversion, and then for analyzing the result to discover its patterns. 

The reduction and conversion, for this study, were done first by the 
Dominion Bureau of Statistics in their tables, and second by Professor Matthews 
in the tables which constitute the Appendix to this book. In these latter tables 
Matthews has extracted, for Canada and for each province, those D.B.S. statis- 
tics which he considered useful for his analysis, and has also computed relevant 
proportionate relationships between them. In the text of his study he analyzes 
these figures and proportions for Alberta in relation to Canada as a whole, 
discovers their patterns (some of which have been mentioned above), and explores 
briefly their meaning. 

What makes Matthews' study an excellent example of its kind is the clarity 
of its focus. He has simply taken a collection of statistics, extracted those 
kinds of data which he judged would prove significant, and arranged these in such 


a way as to reveal the patterns among them. (I say "simply", but it is easier 
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said than done.) Most of the arithmetical drudgery was done by a computer, and 

a good deal of Professor Matthews' skill went in instructing the computer; but 
this does not affect the point I am making. The logic of Matthews’ arguments 

can be followed by the reader, for it is either plain in the text or easily 
reconstructed from the facts and tables given. This clarity makes Matthews’ book, 
in my view, an excellent example of its kind. 

The study is also good in revealing the limitations of this method of 
approach. Inductive statistical analysis can reveal patterns. It cannot explain 
them or reveal what they mean. Matthews has discovered various trends in the 
statistics: to explain them, or to suggest what these trends signify, he must 
call upon his other, non-statistical knowledge of legal-justice systems generally 
and of Alberta in particular. In so doing, however, he goes beyond the scope of 


his book. 


KEKKEKKEKRKEKKEKEKKEKKREKEKREKRKEKR ER KER ERERKEKRKKRKEKREKERERKRERERER 


The Appendix contains the relevant data tabulated, not only for Alberta, 
but for Canada as a whole and for each province. Matthews thus enables any reader 
who wishes, to do for the other provinces what he has done for Alberta. In pro- 
viding these tables, Matthews gives us a solid basis for further enquiry, and a 


solid contribution, not merely to Alberta studies, but to Canadian studies as a 
whole. 


KKKKEKK KK KKK KKK KKK EKER KEK KIK ERE RK KEK KEKE EKKKKKEKEREKKERKK 


Finally, Matthews raises a number of issues of social policy. 
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In his review of the availability of statistical data, Matthews notes 
that data are gathered independently by each agency for its own purposes, and 
that these data are not comparable. There is, he observes, no ready provision 
for following an individual through the legal-justice system from encounter 
with the police through to the departure from gaol (if he is unfortunate enough 
to run the entire gamut). He also notes that there is at present in Alberta 
no means of ascertaining whether or not an individual given bail is already 
on bail for some other offence in some other locale; and that no formal means 
at present exists, apart from the Finger Print Service in Ottawa, whereby a 
correctional institution can find out whether or not an inmate has been in 
other institutions or is wanted by police. There is also a straightforward 
lack of statistical data of some important kinds. 

These facts, together with the general difficulty of gathering the sort 
of statistical data amenable to his approach, lead Professor Matthews to pro- 
pose the instituting of a central registry for legal-justice information for 
Alberta. This central registry would compile, analyze, and disseminate legal- 
justice statistics. It would also, I gather, perform the jobs noted by Matthews 
as presently not being done. Such a central registry is in Matthews’ view quite 
feasible. He cites some possible precedents, and also cites the Quebec pro- 
vision of a single form which can follow an individual through the system from 
police to court to corrections. 

This proposal for a central registry raises certain problems concerning 
personal privacy. Matthews suggests that three rights of individuals should 


be recognized: an individual should have the right to know what information is 
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being kept in the system concerning him, he should have the right for this in- 
formation to be kept confidential, and he should have the right to appeal any 
information which he considers to be inaccurate. Matthews does not, in this 
study, discuss this issue of personal privacy, but he does recognize it and 


indicate directions in which the discussion might go. 


KKK KK KEKE ERK KEKKEKEKKKKKKRKEKEKEKREREKEKKKKEKKEKKKKEKRKKEEKEKEKK 


One more point seems to me to be worth making. Matthews' underlying 
theoretical approach to the legal-justice system is to regard it as a system of 
social control. The legal-justice system, in this approach, is a set of insti- 
tutions for enforcing laws and for catching and judging and sentencing and cor- 
recting law-breakers. This conception pervades his account of the tasks of the 
police, the courts, and the correctional institutions. 

Within the limits of Matthews' study, and of the sort of statistical data 
available to him, this approach is valid. The legal-justice system is a social 
control system. But it is more than that. It is also a set of institutions 
for implementing and maintaining justice, and these institutions can sometimes 
go astray. The notion of an "unjust law", the ideal of "social justice”, and 
the institutions of an ombudsman testify to this. 

Matthews' study does not assess the justice or injustice of Alberta's 
legal-justice system. But it does suggest, looking at the system through the 
lens of statistical analysis, that the operating ideal of justice in Alberta 


is significantly different from that in the rest of Canada. 


Stuart Piddocke 
26 January 1972 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 


begs Purpose of the Study 


This report is concerned with the nature of legal-justice statistics 

in Alberta. Specifically, this study: 

(a) Reviews the kinds and range of data available concerning 
the legal-justice system of Alberta; 

(b) Analyzes this data to reveal specific features and problems 
within the iegal-justice system of Alberta, and their re- 
lationship to Canada as a whole; 

(c) Shows the need for better data collection methods in the 
legai-justice system, including information concerning the 
use of discretion and bargaining; and, finally, 

(d) Argues that the legal-justice system requires a central 
data store in order 
(i) to help to improve the quality of justice available 

to Albertans, 

(ii) to facilitate evaluation, by administrators, officials, 
social science researchers and other qualified persons, 
of the way in which the legal-justice system operates, 
and 

(iii) to produce more efficient decision-making both in terms of 
reduced cost of operations and increasing the probability 


of the "best" policy alternatives being selected. 


L2 The Legal-Justice System 


The system of legal-justice which Alberta uses to deal with those crimes 
jt cannot prevent and those criminals it cannot deter is not a monolithic nor 
even a consistent system. | It was not designed nor was it developed in a syn- 
chronic manner. This heterogeneous system, nevertheless, is organized around 
a philosophic core which declares that an individual may be punished by the 
government if it can be proven by an impartial and deliberate process that he 
has violated a specific law. About this philosophy are organized numerous 
institutions and organizations; some carefully constructed and some improvised, 
some inspired by principle and some by expediency. Parts of this system (e.g., 
juvenile and family courts, work release programmes, probation) are of recent 
origin, while others (e.g., magistrates’ court, trial by jury, bail) are much 
older. 

The legal-justice system is a means by which the society enforces the 
standards of conduct necessary to protect the society and its members. It 
Operates by apprehending, prosecuting, convicting and sentencing those members 
of the community who violate (or are thought to have violated) the legal sta- 
tutes of the community. The action taken against these members is supposed to 
serve three functions beyond that of the immediate reaction: to deter others 
from that form of behavior, to remove threatening individuals from the community 
(both those who physically threaten other members and those who threaten the 
social bases of the community), and to provide an opportunity for the society 
to attempt to change the law violator into a law-abiding citizen. The legal- 


justice sys tem, as defined in this report, comprises three major components -- 


Ipy "legal-justice system" in this report is meant the police, the courts, 


and the correctional institutions, or, in other words, those agencies 
of society whose function is to enforce the laws of society. The term 
"legal-justice" in this report refers to the process by which the laws, 
especially the criminal laws, are interpreted, applied, and enforced 

by these aqencies. 


the police, the courts and corrections -- and each component has distinct fun- 
ctions for the system. Although these components are separate in function, 

they are highly dependent in that what each component does and the means by 

which it operates has an impact upon the operation of the other components. This 
process is shown in detail in Figure 1, Flow Chart of Alberta Criminal Justice 
Procedures. That is, the courts must deal (and can only deal) with those whom 

the police apprehend and arrest; the business of corrections is with those in- 
dividuals delivered to it by the courts. The success of the corrections com- 
ponent of the system can be determined by whether those individuals again be- 

come police business, and also influences the sentence which the magistrate or 
judge passes. Police activities are subject to court scrutiny and are subservient 
to and modified by the decisions of the court. Thus, the reform or reorganization 
of any component of the legal-justice system modifies the other components. 
Furthermore, the criminal process (the manner in which the system deals with 
individual cases) is not a hodgepodge of random actions. It is, rather, a con- 
tinuum -- an orderly progression of events -- some of which (like arrest and 
trial) are highly visible and some of which (like "copping a plea") occur out 

of the public view in spite of their importance for an understanding and inter- 
pretation of the criminal process. Any analysis of the legal-justice system 


must recognize this mutual interaction among the various components. 


ites The Need for Socio-Legal Statistics 
Today, Canada is reaping the benefits of a revolution in the biological 
and physical sciences. The investment of millions of dollars and the involve- 


ment of the best research minds has resulted in a reduction of disease, a high 


standard Of living, the ability to shape and manipulate the physical environ- 
ment, and many other advantages. It appears, however, that this revolution 
has virtually by-passed the social sciences in general and the legal-justice 
system in particular. The need for serious consideration within this area is 
paramount, for few social problems have more consistently threatened our welfare 
or extracted so much from our physical and social resources. Thus, within 
Alberta, the net cost of the legal-justice system has been estimated at approxi- 
mately twenty dollars for every person within the province (Matthews, 1971a:7). 
Awareness of this need in the legal-justice system is not new. The gov- 
ernment of Canada has made several attempts to deal with the nature of the legal- 
justice system. In 1938, the Royal Commission to Investigate the Penal System 
of Canada (the Archembault Commission) submitted its report to the government. 
In 1956, the Committee to Enquire into the Principles and Procedures Followed 
in the Remission Service of the Department of Justice (the Fauteur Committee) 
Submitted its report. And, in 1969, the Report of the Canadian Committee on 
Corrections (the Ouimet Report) was submitted. Suggestions concerning the legal- 
justice system have also been forthcoming from the provincial level, such as 
the report of the Alberta Penal Study, the McRuer Commission and the Provost 
Commission. In spite of the recommendations of these reports on both the national 
and provincial scene, members of the legal-justice system have relied wean tra- 
ditional answers and have looked almost exclusively to common sense and hunches 
for needed change. 
One of the major problems within the legal-justice system in Alberta (as 


well as other provinces in Canada) lies in the transformation from a rural, farm- 


ing society to an urban, industrialized one. This transformation has provided 
the legal-justice system with more cases than the system can easily handle. 
Edmonton alone, during 1969, dealt with some 220,000 reported offences (includ- 
ing traffic). A possible result of this transformation frequently occurs in 
the court system in that some cases are processed with excessive haste while 
others are processed with excessive slowness. Inordinate court loads have re- 
sulted in a system in which justice frequently can neither be swift nor certain. 
The pressure upon the courts has resulted in a modification of the legal-justice 
system. This modification takes many forms among which are routinization of 
decision-making, information shortcuts to avoid bureaucratic red tape, and a 
reliance upon individual judgement and discretion (as opposed to stated rules 
and procedures) in responding to those individuals who become involved in the 
legal-justice system. In essence, the judicial system runs the risk of degen- 
erating into an administrative decision-making body as opposed to a judicial 
One. 

Two important consequences follow from this transformation: first, there 
is a need for reform of the legal-justice system in order that justice may be 
better achieved; and second, if the areas for such reform are to be correctly 
identified and effective reforms are to be made, there must be information con- 
cerning the manner in which the legal-justice system of Alberta actually operates 
and the possible areas of disparity between the actual operations and the of- 
ficial definition of justice accepted by Albertans. 

In addition, although Alberta faced a net deficit of more than twenty- 


five million dollars from the legal-justice system in 1969 (Province of Alberta: 


(901:1Z61) VASNOW ‘9 NOUS N3MVL » 


$30N3440 
3g VLIWNI 3YNG3D0Nd 
O43 S¥ 3S Wadd 


G3ONSYSNS - 


G3INVA — 
3DN3 LN3S 


G3SS INSIO 


TWwadd¥ 


ONIONSLN3S 


WOU TWadd¥ 


AQ 31YTT3d¥ 


LLYuNOD AN3YedNS 
vid3e1Vv 


TWALLINOSY 
NOILIINOD 


G3SsiInsiGd 


VavNVS 


VWSdd¥ 


JO 1LYuNOD 


SWE 8d NS 


NOLL ISOgSIC 
WOHS Tated¥ 


SoILsnr 
va 


BWEYdNS -¥ 


35usnrl 3 
‘J 


OW 


uDpit<e> OuUuLW 


OuLnwZ0UM 


—-zo-UF+ <n 


wero 


daow<t 


| 


Eo} 


BNId 
LNZW Avs NON 


B108Vd 


O31I33803 


3O 


NOILVSQA3Y 


NOILVEOUd 


OSYOA3SH 3104' 


3Id 3NIS 


aanwnorav 


| =| 


O3HSINONGY 


AN3NONTTBA 
ONnos 
WwiLinosv 


WA1Lid SOH 


TWIN 


LN SNONTN30 


1yNnod 


O31 LINGV 


BLVYLSISVW 
40 


14NOD 
UNBAN 


imo> 
4Lyno> 


MW G4aSIA3e HLIM GNOdS3YNOD O1 G3d0v AYOD31vD GC 


WeydNsS VLesdv 30 3511snr J3IHD 
TWONIAOYd =30 390NF BLVY¥LSISVN 
4O 3Dv3d GHL JO a511sAr 
LYuno> BrGsdNsS VisseIV 


adiisar 3 
3>)1snr 
BNBedNS ¥ 
TYNGIAIGNI 
SNAS aa BLVARd 


S3I4OLSIH 


soiisar 


3SvD 


340338 


ADN39V 


Wises 
a. 
PeEe:) 


BONVEVSdd ¥ 


Te 


TVILING 


BAILV 134 
yO 
ANBY¥e 


D2>Wz~ sun 


39Vvad 
BHL d33% 
OL Y3A0 
annos 


Q30N 3dSNS 


3SN3910 


3IN3LN3S 


—u eWO2WHF WO 
eewWMWwZFWZOW ewoOrr 


G30N3d SNS 


NOLYEOud 
EE 


Saung3g0ud 


ALINS 
GNnNos 
ALUN 
SNOW 3a90nfr 
soviid 


TW 


SOIUSTO 


aDiisnr 


ALINYSNI 


SOI} —__UreyIss——_ Joy usw AeT TETUNTOR 


LvNoOS 


ee) BLVeLSIO VAN 


NOILN31 30 


BLVYLSIOVW 


a31isar 
3314isar 


TS 


33N0d 


SNIMOOS 
GNv 


340338 


ol 


NOLLVOLLS3ANI 


OuuwzZouUN 
w>zidae>r 


Leno 
SLVYELSISVN 


LknNOS 
ADINLSIO 


310 SNIS 


aswnorav ar 
v3c0anr 


AIG WIdL 
SW38dNS VW 


WL Linoov 


JASnr = TWNIWIYO 
1 Wun 


3 


OubWwzZOWM 
~ZO-U+404y 


33'isar 


Diisar 
340338 


ON) 8V3H 
AMYNINITS8d 


BOXVHISIO 


Vluda dy 


SW3udNS V SON VYVSdd¥ sayy 


yo _390nr 
ve TILING 


Ag NVHL 
$39N34450 


B98VHD 
YBHLO G3yVvaID 


S1¥0d3u 
3B0NNO3NN 


g iva 33110d 


Estimates of Revenue, 1970 - 1971), expenditures for the descriptive, opera- 
tional and evaluative programmes that are a prerequisite for rational crime 
control is negligible: It may be suggested that there is no subject of com- 
parable concern to which Alberta has devoted so much of the physical and social 
resources with so little knowledge of what it is doing or what the impact of 
action may be. In spite of the statement of the White Paper on Human Resources 
Development which states that "the Government of Alberta has committed itself 
to the provision of services which will foster the maximum development of each 
individual's potential," it may be suggested that such goals cannot currently 
be obtained within Alberta's legal-justice system. The reason for such dis- 
parity is suggested within the Ouimet Report (1969:423) which suggests that 
this area suffers: 

from a lack of comprehensive, continuous and long 

term planning based, as far as possible, on empirical 

information. Planning has tended to be sporadic or 

limited in scope and little use has been made of re- 

search. The development of a truly professional ser- 

vice must be preceeded by long and careful preparation, 

and planning must provide for adjustment as experience 

establishes the success or failure of operating pro- 

grammes. 
The basic requirements to fulfill the goals of the White Paper are found in 
three interdependent areas: the collection of legal-justice statistics, the 
instigation of research, and the utilization of both statistics and research 
findings for planning and policy decisions. These areas are complementary, and 
the focus of attention should be given in the presented order. That is, re- 
search which is based upon inaccurate and unreliable statistics may be grossly 
misleading, and planning decisions without baseline information concerning the 


basic nature of the system and the impact of modifications to the system can be 


nothing more than common sense and intuition. 


ea The Nature of Socio-Legal Statistics in Alberta 


To determine the impact of the legal-justice system upon Albertans, 
social-legal statistics are necessary in such areas as rates of apprehension, 
arrest rates, amount of bail, posting of bail, rates of conviction, length 
and type of sentence, dispensation of sentence (fine, imprisonment, probation 
and suspension), success on parole; as well as the incidence of these elements 
by age, crime, ethnic origin, geographical location, sex and socio-economic 
status. Using this type of information, however, is complicated by many fac- 
tors. In the first place, this information represents the operation of three 
major agencies within the province: the police, the courts and corrections, 
not to mention separate divisions within each agency. Second, most of this 
information is collected independently by each agency for its own unique pur- 
poses. As a result, a bulk of duplicate information is collected and stored 
without regard for statistical reliability and validity and without a definitive 
perspective for either the broader application or the future use of this infor- 
mation. Third, there is currently no available means through which all of the 
relevant information collected by each agency can be transferred between ag- 
encies (or even transferred to other divisions within the same agency) in a 
routinized and systematic manner. At the present time, each agency (and even 
divisions within agencies) is forced to collect the information which it per- 
ceives as necessary rather than to rely upon the transfer of necessary infor- (? 
mation concurrently with the transfer of responsibilty for a particular indivi- 


dual involved in the legal-justice system. 


Alberta, along with the other provinces of Canada, submits reports con- 


cerning socio-legal statistics to the Dominion Bureau of Statistics. These 
statistics correspond to the legal-justice system as defined in this report. 
D.B.S. compiles these statistics and provides preliminary information to pro- 
vincial officials on a regular basis. This information for the Courts and Law 
Enforcement, in combination with the yearly reports of the R.C.M.P. in Alberta, 
constitutes the only systematic and routinized monitor available to those re- 
sponsible for the operation of the legal-justice system. The availability of these 
Statistics to the general public ranges from eighteen months to four years after 
their occurrence. These statistics, however, do not provide the necessary in- 
formation for understanding the basic operation of the system in that they are 
not compatible within the legal-justice system. That is, the police statistics 
focus attention upon the number and type of offences (both reported and cleared); 
the court statistics focus upon the number of charges and convictions; and the 
correctional statistics focus upon the number of persons serving time (either 

on parole or within the institutions). It is, therefore, impossible from the 
statistics to make any type of generalization concerning the characteristics 


of those individuals who become involved with the legal-justice system. 


CHAPTER IL 
POLICE STATISTICS 


eal The Tasks of the Police in the Legal-Justice System 


The police hold the responsibility for the maintenance of law and order 
for some 1,600,000 Albertans. Law enforcement is a difficult task, for the 
police are in continual contact with both crime and the public. The majority of 
situations in which the police intervene are not, or are not interpreted by 
the police to be, criminal situations, i.e., situations involving arrest with 
the possible consequences of prosecution, trial and punishment. This does not 
mean that the police should not intervene. Many situations are of the “public 
nuisance" variety: dogs barking, a loud party, boys throwing snowballs at cars 
and similar instances. In addition, many situations involve people who are 
deemed to need help whether they want it or not: for example, drunks who go 
for a walk in sub-zero, runaways who refuse to return home, and minority-group 
members who gravitate to the cities in search of a better life. Many situa- 
tions involve conduct that, while unlawful, cannot be prevented or deterred 
to any great degree by methods currently at the disposal of the legal-justice 
system -- e.g., alcoholism, gambling, use of "soft" drugs -- and many situa- 
tions involve conduct, whether unlawful or not, which may be dangerous -- e.g., 
a family dispute, a midnight gathering of motorcyclists on a street corner, or 
an offer by a beligerent drunk to "lick any man in the house." 

Within Alberta, the police official is in a very delicate situation. He 


must act in terms of democratic values; he may exercise only the power entrusted 


by the community; he is accountable to the courts of law for his actions, and, 

in the final analysis, to the people themselves through elected officials. It 

is especially important, given the current cultural ethos, that the police powers 

and practices do not undermine the societal values which they are established to pro- 
tect: both civil liberties as well as the security of persons and/or property. 

As Packer (1969) has suggested, "order" of a high degree may be achieved through 

the use of dictatorial and arbitrary powers, but the democratic society re- 

quires that the police strike a delicate balance between the powers which are 
required for effective law enforcement and the rights which ensure freedom and 
privacy. 

The fact that the police have contact with crime does not mean that they 
have unlimited power to prevent, reduce, or deter it. The police do not create 
and cannot resolve the social conditions which give rise to criminal behavior. 
They did not start, nor can they stop the social changes which have occurred 
within Alberta during the past decades. They do not enact the laws which they 
are required to enforce, nor do they dispose of the individuals which they ar- 
rest. The police are one component of the government and the government is only 
one aspect of the society. Insofar as crime is a social phenomenon, the pre- 
vention of crime is the responsibility of the entire society. To the extent 
that a particular form of behaviow (although officially defined as criminal ) 
is acceptable to society, that behavior cannot be deterred by the action of the 


police. 


(ARE Police Tasks for Which Statistics are Unavailable 


The Ouimet Report (1969) suggests that the police spend less time on 


12 


crime detection and the apprehension of offenders than on other phases of police 


work (much of which is clerical in nature). To date, however, there are no 


studies of the type of activity and the relative time spent on each type for the 
law enforcement agencies. | 


There are many problems of deterrence which cannot be answered by the 
law enforcement agencies. One set of questions concerns the extent and means by 
which various types of crimes may be deterred. Common sense suggests that bur- 
glary, which results from premeditation and calculation, would be easier to deter 
than homicide, which is generally committed in moments of high emotion (Wolf- 
gang and Ferracuti, 1967:140-141). In any event, research is needed concerning 
the relationship between the nature of deterrency and types of offences. 

In a similar vein, the focus of attention may be shifted from the offence 
to the offender. For example, utilizing static variables (which have a high 
statistical relationship to officially defined criminal behavior) it may be sug- 
gested that an urban, lower class minority group member with a criminal record 
will be more difficult to deter from crime than a white, Anglo-Saxon Protestant 
of rural, middle class background. Obviously, the problems of deterrence are 
quite different for these persons. There are, however, few data available con- 
cerning techniques of deterrence and social class differentials. 

A third type of problem concerns the ecological distributions of eaane 
per se. Such knowledge is necessary if the police are to be at the "right" 
place at the "right" time. Chicago, for example, has instigated a crime simu- 


lation program via computer which predicts the rate of crime in each area of the 


‘This does not mean that there have not been good sociological studies 


of the police (e.g., Banton 1964; Bordua 1967; Skolnick 1966), 


but that comparative "system" studies under homogeneous conditions 
are not available. 


city. Such procedures enable a limited manpower to be utilized in anticipation 
of criminal behavior as opposed to utilization in ana priori manner. Such 
developments, however, are of a recent nature and a careful evaluation of the 


success of this approach is not yet available. A careful analysis of crime 


patterns requires a team approach -- law enforcement personnel as well as aca- 
demics -- operations researchers, demographers, sociologists, criminologists, 
computer scientists -- before the trends may be fully developed and related to 


day-by-day patrol concentrations. 

The final problem facing the Albertan law enforcement agencies is the 
relative success of various enforcement techniques. There has been a good deal 
of discussion in law enforcement circles concerning the effectiveness of foot 
patrols versus motor patrols, of one-man versus two-man patrols, fixed versus 
fluid patrols, and other such operational decisions. The lack of concrete evi- 
dence of a statistical and/or research nature has resulted in operational de- 
cisions being based upon common sense and hunches, as opposed to carefully con- 
trolled facts. Investigation into operational decisions is often contaminated 
by the Hawthorne Effect. That is, intrusion into the research situation or 
heightening the awareness of the subject that they are under examination may 
result in a modification of the very action under consideration. For example, 
increasing the street lighting in a given section of the city appears (in short 
term) to reduce significantly the amount of crime within that section. It can- 
not be definitively concluded, however, that increased street lighting reduces 
crime; for the additional scrutiny of the area (both by the police and the mass 
media) may have a greater deterrent effect than the increased lighting. Until 


such factors as these are properly controlled, an operational decision cannot 


be validated. 
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With respect to interaction with an offender, the law enforcement offi- 
cial plays a major role in the perception which that offender has of the legal- 
justice system. The use of unnecessary force, sarcasm, or illegal measures may 
increase the offender's disrespect for authority and impede rehabilitation. On 
the other hand, fairness may gain his confidence. Fairness in dealing with sus- 
pects is not incompatible with the exercise of necessary authority and firmness, 
nor is it a sign of weakness on the part of the police official. 

While the police officer must act with firmness and authority, circum- 
stances arise in which provocative behavior or the use of force may result in 
the escalation from a minor to a more serious offence; with unfortunate results 
not only from the point of view of the offender, but from the standpoint of the 
public. The Kent State incident of 1970 provides an illustration of the pheno- 
menon. The need to tolerate provocative behavior, especially from youthful 
offenders and minority group members, has been suggested or implied by Commissions 
in both Canada and the United States.! 

That law enforcement officials exercise discretion in their duty is both 
well-known and an accepted fact of life. Any act of behavior must be understood 
in terms of both an actor and a reactor -- a person whose responsibility it is 
to define the act. In this interpretation, the police officer is in the position 
to define a particular form of behavior as criminal or non-criminal; and if cri- 
minal, what type of crime: Thus, within the legal-justice system, it is in part 
the police official who creates crime -- by defining a particular act as criminal 


and by taking the necessary action. Although the latitude for discretion is 


‘Compare discussion in President's Commission etc., The Challenge of Crime 
in a Free Society, 1967, pp. 78-79. 
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greatest when exercised by the police officer, it continues through the entire 
legal-justice system. That is, the prosecutor may decide that the offence is 
not worth the problems of prosecuting and dismiss the charge against the indivi- 
dual. With the ability for discretion inherent within the system, it is pos- 
sible for an individual to be reported to the police for one type of offence, 
arrested for another, brought before the judge on still a third, plead guilty 
(through bargaining) to still a fourth. Such procedures are so widespread that 
several books have been published to discuss the impact of this procedure upon 
the legal-justice system; and one parole board was actually quoted as stating 
regarding an offender being considered for parole on a burglary conviction 
“Let's look and see what type of weapon he used." (Blumberg, 1967; Blumberg, 
1970). 

The author concurs with the view of the Ouimet Commission regarding the 
use Of police discretion. Although it contains inherent dangers -- it may re- 
sult in inequality of treatment and unequal enforcement of the law -- it cannot 
be separated from the task of law enforcement. Indeed, the elimination of the 
discretionary powers of the police would not aid the ends of justice. Frequently, 
the ability to warn offenders, or to deal with the offender in an informal man- 
ner may be more effective than the legal action itself. The problem, however, 


is that no statistics are currently kept in Alberta (or Canada) regarding the 


number of cases or the circumstances in which a warning is utilized as an alter- 
native to invoking the legal justice process. Until such a program is instigated 
(as exists in Great Britain), the extent and effectiveness of discretional mea- 
sures cannot be known, and the possibility of inequality before the law remains 


a threat. 
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Vs Police Statistics for Alberta 


With respect to specific law enforcement within Alberta, there are three 
major divisions: the Calgary Police Department, the Edmonton Police Department, 
and the Royal Canadian Mounted Police. These three divisions accounted for over 
90 percent of the actual offences in Alberta for 1969. Not only do the R.C.M.P. 
have responsibility for general enforcement of laws within the province as a 
whole (under contract to the Attorney General's Department), they also contract 
for law enforcement in many of the municipalities. Table 1 provides information 
regarding the distribution of law enforcement within Alberta. Those munici- 
palities in which the R.C.M.P. have jurisdiction are indicated by initials imme- 
diately after the name of the municipality. 

The information in Table 1 is for the Criminal Code, Federal Statutes, 
Provincial Statutes and Municipal By-laws. In the latter three cases, the in- 
dicated figures are for actual offences only. For the Criminal Code, offences 
are divided into those reported to the police, those unfounded (the crime did 
not occur, was not attempted, or did not exist), and the actual number (reported 
minus unfounded). The data in Table 1 are for 1967, the year for which illus- 
trative information will be used throughout the report. Although correctional 
statistics are available to 1970 and crime statistics to 1969; court statistics 
are (at time of writing) only available to 1968. In addition, the R.C.M.P. 
present a problem in that the Report of the R.C.M.P. to the Attorney General's 
Department is confidential. For this reason, and to obtain comparative infor- 


mation for other provinces in Canada, 1967 was selected as the most appropriate 


year for analysis. 
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Comparisons of the distribution within Table 1 Suggest interesting ques- 
tions. The contract system by which the R.C.M.P. take responsibility for law 
enforcement in a particular municipality enables comparisons with similar muni- 
cipalities that maintain their own police force. Does the attachment with a 
broader, more professional law enforcement agency result in variations in number 
of offences, number of charges, and number of convictions? Although this type 
of analysis is not the responsibility of this report, a rapid visual considera- 
tion of the table suggests that the distribution within areas policed by the 
R.C.M.P. is as varied as for those areas which have a local police force. 

Another interesting question concerns the impact of a correctional insti- 
tution upon a town. Peace River, for example, has a relatively high number of 
offences reported for a town of its size, and has the second largest ratio of 
unfounded to reported offences in Alberta (Westlock is the largest). Innisfail, 
however, does not report any unfounded offences. 

Comparisons between Calgary, Edmonton and the R.C.M.P. raise questions as 
to why Edmonton reports over 50 percent more offences than either Calgary or 
the R.C.M.P.; although the offences cleared by charge and the persons charged 
is not substantially different. In addition, the number of charges cleared 
in the "other" category by Edmonton is greater than the next six highest areas. 
Edmonton's actual number of offences contributes 41 percent to the provincial 
total, while the number of charged which are "cleared" in this category con- 
stitutes 53 percent of the total. The reporting of offences against the Federal 
Statutes by Lethbridge provides another illustration. The number of such of- 


fences reported from Lethbridge is more than four times that from Calgary. The 
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TABLE 1: DISTRIBUTION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 
IN ALBERTA - 1967 
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R.C.M.P., however, report over 55 percent of the provincial total. Are such 
discrepancies homogeneous over time? What are the factors which give rise to 
such disparities? These are questions to which little attention has been ad- 


dressed within Alberta. 


ane Police Statistics for Calgary 


The collection of statistics within the Calgary Police Department is 
initiated either by police observation or through a complaint to the police de- 
partment. In the latter case, a "Complaint Report" is completed and sets the 
system in motion. There are three major categories for the classificiation of 
police business: accident reports, offence reports and traffic reports. The 
offence report category has a sub-category, criminal investigation, to deal with 
information resulting from the investigation of those individuals who become 
involved with the police department. Many different types of forms are used 
within these three major categories. Of them, the "Continuation Report" is 
important for its use in continuing a report from any specific form where there 
is insufficient space on that form; and the "Departmental Report", which is a 
generalized form for use when a specific form is not available. 

One week after a form is complete it goes to the data-processing section 
of the police department. This delay is due to the high probability of obtain- 
ing additional information regarding the offence during the first week and the 
decreasing probability after that time. Thus, the delay generally results in 
more information regarding the offence and requires fewer changes and/or up- 


dates for the data-processing section. The data-processing section used color- 
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coded data-processing cards specifically related to each of the categories spe- 
cified earlier: accident reports, offence reports, criminal investigations and 
traffic reports. The offence card is of particular interest in that it deals 
with many different types of offences and enables different information to be 
provided relative to the requirements of that offence. Common to all categor- 
ies is information regarding the time, date, patrol area and the report sonze 
of each occurrence. 

From these data cards, the Calgary Police Department produces compara- 
tive reports (monthly, year-to-date and yearly) for each major category. The 
offence report provides information regarding the actual number of known of- 
fences, the number cleared, the adults charged (by sex), juveniles (by sex), 
occurrence of each type of offence by day of the week, the distribution of 
offences within patrol areas and report zones and other similar information. 

In a like manner, the traffic and accident categories are combined to produce 
monthly and yearly reports. These reports serve as the basis for much of the 
material in the Annual Report of the Calgary Police Department. At the time 
that the Calgary Police Department was visited, work was underway in developing 
new computer programmes for dealing with this data, in placing all information 


on computer tapes, and in assessing the merits of geocoding for the city. 


25 Police Statistics for Edmonton 


The collection of statistics within the Edmonton Police Department is 
Similar to that of Calgary. Action is initiated in much the same manner; and 


the response is similar. Police business is divided into four categories: 
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Accident Analysis, General and Traffic, Property Recovered and Traffic Accident. 
Unlike Calgary, Edmonton has a separate form for dealing with the court dispo- 
sitions. Offences are classified into "Part I" and "Part II" crimes for coding 
purposes. Part I crimes include offences such as murder; robbery; break, enter 
and theft; theft and automobile offences. Part II crimes include assaults, 
frauds, vice and similar offences. For the last few years, the Edmonton Police 
Department has been putting the information on data-processing cards and then 
on computer tape. 

From this data tape, the Edmonton Police Department produces monthly and 
yearly reports. This information is available for each type of offence by age 
and sex, for the total known to the police, the number of unfounded offences, the 
number of convictions and similar distributions. 

With the assistance of the Edmonton Police Department, exploratory re- 
search has been instigated into the 1968 data. In the summer of 1969, the 1968 
data tape was made available to several members of the Department of Sociology 
at the University of Alberta. Since the tape was originally constructed in 
COBOL, the tape was revised to make it compatible with the types of desired an- 
alysis. In addition, the tape was edited for two reasons: the types of analysis 
did not require that information (which could be reconstructed if necessary) and 
the operating system at the University of Alberta Computer Centre placed limits 
upon the amount of time available for any given computer run. Thus, shortening 
the tape enabled exploration to occur within the required time intervals. 

To date, only ecological research has been carried out with respect to 


the 1968 police tape. Since information is not available for individuals (the 
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basic unit of analysis was a reported offence), it is difficult to know which 
of the known crimes are "actual" offences and which are "unfounded". Studies 
have been made of the distributions of crimes within a specified polling divi- 
sion or police district, the occurrence of a particular crime within the var- 
ious polling divisions and police districts, the distribution for specific crimes 
within specified polling divisions -- to allow for exploratory work in creating 
a crime index for Edmonton -- and the calculation of the total number of of- 
fences and the "rate per 1,000 population" for offences within specified Census 
Tracts and for Census Tracts within specified offence categories. The latter 
two programmes provide distributions by age and sex. It is possible to calcu- 
late offence rates upon any population based desired: the number of persons 
between the ages of 7 and 65; the number of juveniles; or women between the 
ages of 15 and 65. (Engstad, 1971) 

The 1969 Edmonton Police data tape has been acquired and the possibility 
exists for acquisition of the 1970 and 1971 tapes. At one time, it was hoped 
that with the forthcoming modification in the Edmonton Police Districts that 
these areas could be made to correspond with Enumeration areas in the 1971 Census 
and also for some degree of comparison to be maintained with the 1968, 1969 and 
1970 tapes so that the possibility of synchronic analysis could continue. Al- 
though this research opportunity is available, there has not been additional 
work in this area during the past year due to a lack of funding, interest and 


manpower. 


246 Alberta in the Canadian Context 


Two approaches may be used in order to understand the position of Alberta 
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within the Canadian context. The first focuses upon behavior and considers 

the offence as the unit of analysis. There are four different types of offen- 
ces, Classified as to the source of law: offences against the criminal code, 
against the federal statutes, against the provincial statutes, and against muni- 
cipal by-laws. Offences against the criminal code and provincial statutes con- 
Stitute about 90 percent of all offences for both Alberta and Canada. For each 
type of offence, information is available concerning the number of offences, 

the number of offences cleared (either by a "charge" or otherwise), the percen- 
tage of offences which are cleared and the offence rate. For the current an- 
alysis, the offence rate is based upon 1,000 persons between the ages of 15 and 
69. An offence rate of 1.0 means that there was one offence for every 1,000 
persons in a given area between the ages of 15 and 69. The data concerning 
offences are presented in Tables 2 (for Alberta) and 3 (for Canada). To assist 
in understanding yearly changes, the net change in offence rates is calculated. 
The data in these tables are based upon 1962 to 1969. 1962 is a required star- 
ting point in that this was the year that Canada began a unified reporting scheme; 
1969 represented the last year for which information was available at the time 
of writing this report. 

Comparisons of these data must be made with great caution due to vary- 
ing coverage of the legal justice systems across Canada and due to varying social, 
economic, geographical, and political considerations. Throughout the analysis, 
only the major trends will be considered and discussed. In addition, compari- 
son of tables for provincial and federal data must recognize the fact that the 


provincial information is contained within that of the federal. That is, when 
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comparing Alberta's offence rate with that of Canada's, it must be remembered 
that Alberta also contributed to Canada's total. Rather than subtract the pro- 
vincial total from that of Canada, it was decided to accept the total as given. 
This decision results in a conservative comparison; that is, the rate of dif- 
ference would be smaller than if the provincial figures were not included. For 
example, in 1969, Canada had an offence rate for the criminal code of 7.384 per 
1,000, and Alberta had a rate of 9.603. If Alberta is removed from the Canadian 
total, the offence rate drops to 7.212. This results in a 10 percent increase 
- in the difference between Alberta and Canada for this offence category. 
Examination of the data in Tables 2 and 3 suggests that Canada has a 
stable percentage of "Offences Cleared" for all offences. The highest percen- 
tage is reached in the mid-1960's, but the over-all pattern is a stable one. 
Alberta conforms to this pattern for the criminal code and provincial statutes 
(over 90 percent of offences). The percentage for the federal statutes reaches 
a peak in 1965; but, by 1969, descends to a point quite below that of 1962. The 
percentage for municipal by-laws shows a steady upward trend throught the 1960's. 
Examination of the offence rate for Canada suggests an ever increasing 
number of offences per 1,000 persons for all types of offences. Although there 
are minor yearly variations, the general pattern is both clear and consistent. 
As for the percentage of offences cleared, Alberta conforms to the Canadian pat- 
tern for the criminal code and provincial statutes. The offence rate against 


the federal statutes in Alberta is greatest in 1965 (46 percent above 1962). 
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Against the municipal by-laws, the rate is greatest in 1967 (47 percent above 
1962). 

The second approach focuses upon the number of persons charged for the 
offences. This category is derived from the number of offences cleared by charge 
as reported in Tables 2 and 3. Information concerning the number of persons 
charged for the various categories of offences is given in Tables 4 (for Alberta) 
and 5 (for Canada). Also included is the rate of persons charged per 1,000 per- 
sons as specified earlier and the net changes in the rate of persons charged. 

Examination of yearly variations in the rate of persons charged raises 
a question concerning the existence of a pattern for either Alberta or Canada. 
Some years indicate a high increase in the rate, while adjacent years show a 
decrease. It may be suggested that the rate increased between 1962 and 1969, 
but in an irregular manner. However, an interesting hypothesis may be suggested 
at this point. The offence rate indicated a clear and consistent pattern. The 
percentage of offences cleared sugges ted a stable pattern with noticeable varia- 
tions. The rate of persons charged suggests only an increase over the eight 
year span, with almost erratic yearly variations. These three sources are dif- 
ferentially involved in the legal justice system: the offence rate is least 
dependent and the rate of persons charged is most dependent. What might be hy- 
pothesized is that "the greater the involvement with and dependency upon the 
legal justice system for data, the greater the obscurity in yearly patterns." 
This represents, then, an area in which additional information is required be- 
fore conclusive statements may be made. 


Insight may be obtained by comparing the change between 1962 and 1969 in 


Nt must be remembered that offences against federal statutes and 
municipal by-laws constitute less than 10 percent of the 
total number of offences in Alberta. 
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the offence rate with the rate of persons charged. Since the federal statutes 
and municipal by-laws contribute only about 10 percent of the total, they will 
not be considered in this analysis. For the criminal code: Canada shows an 
increase of 19 percent in the offence rate while Alberta increased by 49 per- 
cent, and Canada indicates an increase of 38 percent in the rate of persons 
charged while Alberta increases by 20 percent. For the provincial statutes: 
Canada shows an increase of 49 percent in the offence rate while Alberta inc- 
reases by 73 percent, and Canada indicates an increase of 22 percent in the 
rate of persons charged while Alberta increases by 54 percent. A graph of this 
information is presented in Table 6. 

To assist in understanding this phenomenon, Table 7 was constructed to 
provide a ratio between the offence rate, rate of offences cleared by charge 
and rate of persons charged for Alberta with those of Canada. The most salient 
characteristic of Table 7 is that for both the criminal code and provincial 
statutes, Alberta is well above the national average for all three rates. Only 
the municipal by-laws suggest disparity in the rate of offences cleared by 
charge and the rate of persons charged. It isgratifying to note that the ratio 
between Alberta and Canada for the criminal code suggests convergence; due more 
to increases in other provinces than decreases in Alberta. Although Alberta 
is similar to Canada in terms of offence rate for municipal by-laws, the rate 
of offences cleared by charge and the rate of persons charged is about 50 per- 
cent of the Canadian rates! Of considerable interest, however, is the growing 
disparity between offence rate, rate of offences cleared by charge and rate of 


persons charged on the provincial statutes. Alberta, in 1962, had an average 
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TABLE 6: PERCENTAGE CHANGES BETWEEN 1962 AND 1969 
IN OFFENCE RATES AND RATES OF PERSONS 
CHARGED FOR THE CRIMINAL CODE AND PROVIN- 
CIAL STATUTES FOR ALBERTA AND CANADA 


54% 


49% 49% 
38% <x 
l a 
’ Liu 
co 
=I 
=< 
nS 
a 
<x lad 0 
2 20% = my | «22h 
9 Lu ~ ee co 
19% co <r = ay 
— Ss <x <C 
<o = O 
<r 
<r O =< 
<x = = 
= { a = 
= oO < 
S z 
oO 


RATE OF OFFENCE RATE OF 
oT RATE PERSONS | RATE PERSONS 
CHARGED CHARGED 


CRIMINAL CODE PROVINCIAL STATUTES 


"8lp°L = 8€S°b / 9EV'9 2SL OLZeU Bulzi_Nsau ay] “epeue) WOs BEG*y Puke eJUaq|y 4OJ 9EP"9 SEM 7296 
UL BpOD | PULWLUD |YZY UOJ JZeU BOUAJSJO JY Sajdwexa uoj ‘epeue) / eJUag|y = O17ey 

>SauO UeLpeUe) ayy Aq SazeU UeZUSg|[Y 9Yy} BULPLALp Aq SazeU |aSayy SauULquIOD a{qez 

SLU] ‘(epeue) 4Os) G pue (eJUaqLy 40S) by SALge, UL paze[Nd_,ed sem pabueyd suosuad jo 

sabe owes ayz vos uolzetndod goo, ued azeu ay, ‘*(epeuey wos) € pue (e4Juaq|y uol) Z 

Ssayqe, uL eyep ayy WOU 69 pue S| JO sabe ayy uaamzaq uoLze|Ndod QOO|L sad pazelnd|ed 

d4amM Sazeu abueyd Aq paueald puke adUasjoO au Salqez SLY} UL SOLZeU DY. |azZeLNdD|[ed OF 


97° 9S" cL 68° L 96 1 [3 1 CAVES Lom 5 | Sout eae Vor NV AW 
vs" Q/° -€0°L SET vo ¢ 20°? C Lal 66° LASS 92° 1 by oh Oe °L 6961 
iv 79" GO°L Ged Cia 66.1 pL pO°L 80°L 9c | wel Lome 8961 
US: 08° Ez Seat 027 G6. | gee (Bea Syl Oak 80 Stal L961 
Soe 6t° 80°L VOL come 08° L 8L°¢ Ola 66° L Ocul Lvl Sot 9961 
St" St* v0'°L Peal Seal 99° 1 hss ite 3 8S°2 Sook [SL ES S96L 
6c vv vO°L ag L8°L £9 S6ac 00°E 16 Sets ea gat GE°L 796 L 
0€* 6€° See (ee | bl L Soe | 78° l 88° 1 9S at areas Goat Gea €96L 
60° 8t" BO, Eo Sok VL ol Come. 68° L Cot vr So 1. CVE 2961 
pabuey) seal) Ppaquoday = =pabueyjy eal) payuoday  pabueyjy seal) Dayuodey pabsey)y eal) paquoday Jed, 
suosdag abueyy SaduassQ suosudag abueu) S92UassJQ  SUuOSdag abueuy SaduadsQ  suosuag abueyy saouasso 


SMV 1I-Ad WdIJINAW SALNLVLS TWIONTAQUd SJL LV LSedVedadas 4d09 WNIWIYD 


ee aaa tn 


xse yey abueyy pue aduassoO 
UdaM}9Ig SADUdUIJJLq pue epeue) JO BSOU] 0} 69 PUe G| UsaM Og 
UoLzeLNdod OOOL Aad sazey abuey) pue aduajjO ue Jaq|y JO OLJVEY 2/7 AIGVL 


Si 


rate on these three categories of 78 percent above that of Canada. By 1969, 
this average rate had grown to 116 percent above; an increase of 38 percent 
over and above the Canadian increase! The rates on the federal statutes peaked 
in the mid-1960's and then declined to a point relatively similar to that of 
Canada. 

The ratio of persons charged in comparison to the ratio of the offence 
rate might be utilized as an indicator of either the efficiency of the legal- 
justice system and/or the criminality of individuals involved in the system. 

If the relationship between the offence rate and the rate of persons charged 

is to be homogeneous, the rate of offences cleared by charge should also be 
homogeneous. The provincial statutes (as reported in Table 7) for 1967 provide 

a good illustration. The offence rate for Alberta is 93 percent above that of 
Canada as is the rate of persons charged. Since these two figures are equal; 

it might be assumed that the operation of the legal justice system, or the nature 
of individuals involved in the system are similar between Alberta and Canada. 
This interpretation could only be substantiated if the ratio of offences cleared 
by charge was also 1.93. In this case, however, the rate of offences cleared 

by charge is 100 percent above that of Canada while the other two rates are only 
93 percent above; therefore, the population from which the persons charged was 
drawn is greater for Alberta than Canada. Since the population base is greater, 
equality between Alberta and Canada would require that the ratio of persons 
charged should also be greater (in this case, greater than 1.93). The magni- 
tude of interaction between these three factors is a matter for future investi- 
gation. It will be noted that for both the criminal code and provincial statutes 
(90 percent of total offences), the ratio of rate of offences cleared by charge 


is always greater than the ratio of rate of persons charged. 
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Table 8 seeks additional understanding of this problem by creating a 
ratio from the rate of persons charged by the rate of offences cleared by charge 
for both Alberta and Canada and then the ratio between Alberta and Canada. I1- 
lustrations of this construction may be found in the footnote to Table 8. The 
interpretation of this table is quite simple; for the criminal code in 1962, 
Alberta charged 892 for every 1,000 offences while Canada charged 1,026 persons. 
For the criminal code between 1962 and 1969, Canada charged 15 percent more per- 
sons per 1,000 offences than Alberta. This pattern is consistent for provin- 
cial statutes and municipal by-laws. The pattern is reversed for the federal 
statutes. Although there is little difference between Alberta and Canada be- 
tween 1962 and 1967, Alberta's emphasis upon suppressing drug use in 1968 and 
1969 results in Alberta having more persons per offence than any other year 
under the federal statutes. With few exceptions, however, the pattern is con- 
sistent; Canada averages a higher rate of persons charged than offences cleared 
by charge, than does Alberta; suggesting that the national trend is to charge 
different persons with the same offence while the Albertan trend is to charge 


the same person with different offences. 


Cok Summary 


With respect to the law enforcement divisions in Alberta, a rapid survey 
suggests that each force has developed its own means for collecting, processing 
and distributing data. Although each force collects similar information, the 
reason is to contribute to the Uniform Crime Reporting System of the Dominion 
Bureau of Statistics rather than to use this information for comparisons, re- 


ferrals, or transmission to other agencies. With the possible exception of the 
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R.C.M.P., who are unwilling to reveal techniques of criminal investigation and 
Organization, there is no use of rapid data systems for information retrieval 
and for general record keeping. The advances made by Edmonton and Calgary are 
primarily for administrative reasons -- the processing of reports -- rather 
than retrieval of information and/or research. The communality in crime sta- 
tistics for Alberta is with the D.B.S., whose published tables of ecological 
distributions are several years old by the time they become available. 

In spite of problems in comparing Canadian statistics on crime with those 
of Alberta, some very consistent patterns emerge when rates per 1,000 population 
aged 15 to 69 are calculated. If attention is directed only to the criminal 
code and provincial statutes (approximately 90 percent of all offences) between 
1962 and 1969, Canada shows an increase of 19 percent in the offence rate for 
the criminal code while Alberta increases by 49 percent. For the provincial 
statutes, Canada shows an increase of 49 percent in the offence rate while Al- 
berta increases by 73 percent. The pattern is one of an increasing number of 
offences reported to the police, with Alberta increasing at a rate well above 


that of Canada. 


CHAPTER IIT 
COURT STATISTICS 


oi) The Tasks of the Courts in the Legal-Justice System 


The criminal court is the central institution in the legal-justice sys- 


tem. It is the agency around which other agencies have developed and to which 

these agencies are primarily responsible. Through the interpretation and prac- 
tice of law, the court controls the criminal process. Law enforcement agencies 
are limited and/or modified by the court, and the evaluation of the convict by 

the correctional system is determined by the court's sentence. 

The court is expected to convict and punish serious offenders, and to 
insure that the innocent and unfortunate are not oppressed. It is expected to 
control the use of force and to find which of two conflicting narratives is the 
true one. As such, the court is more than an operating agency; it is also a 
reflection of the societal norms and values. 

The law, comprising the criminal code, federal statutes, provincial sta- 
tutes and municipal by-laws, forbids acts of many different types and degrees 
of seriousness. Much of the criminal code contains restrictions concerning such 
behavior as murder, robbery, rape and assault. In spite of the universal nature 
of these offences, defining, grading and determining the punishment for them is 
difficult; dealing with less universal (or consensual) offences is even more 
difficult. 

Not only must the law define, grade, and determine the range of sanctions 
for offences, the courts must also enforce that law in an equally rational man- 


ner. Frequently, offenders come before the court who are legally guilty, but 
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are neither habitual nor dangerous offenders. In such instances, the society's 
best interest may be served by treating these persons differently from habitual 
and/or dangerous offenders. The law is, in a sense, an abstract phenomena for 
it is impossible for the statutes to identify and prescribe for all possible 
ranges of conduct. It is at this point that discretion enters into the court 
system. Canadian law provides latitude for the police in making arrests, for 
the magistrate and/or prosecutor in bringing charges, for the magistrate or judge 
in imposing sentences, and for the correctional institution in determining how 
the offender will be treated in the institution and when he may be released on 
parole. In other words, the law makes the members of the legal justice system 
individually responsible for dealing individually with individual offenders; 
for prescribing rigorous treatment for the dangerous ones, and providing oppor- 
tunities for reform for those who are likely to reform. It is upon the ability 
of the. court to meet these requirements that both the safety of the society 


and the rights of the individual depend. 


3a2 The Attorney General's Department 


In Alberta, the Attorney General's Department has responsibility for law 
enforcement within the province, the court system, probation (juveniles within 
the legal-justice system were, in 1970, transferred to the Department of Social 
Development), and the correctional system. For the purposes of this report, 
the correctional system will be discussed independently of the court system. 
Data collection and processing within the Attorney General's Department occurs 


primarily through the use of three forms: Criminal Code Information Form AG352, 


he, 


Supplementary Data Sheet AG352A and Traffic Ticket AG388. With the initiation 
of the demerit system for traffic violations, cooperation was instituted between 
the Attorney General's Department and the Department of Highways. This co- 
operation enables both departments to accomplish their specific goal -- the col- 
lection of fines for the Attorney General's Department -- in order to attain the 
overall end, namely, reduction of traffic violations. 

Completion of the Criminal Code Information Form and the Supplementary 
Data Sheet are the responsibility of the magistrate and/or his clerk. The 
Traffic Ticket is, of course, completed by the law enforcement official. The 
Supplementary Data Sheet is subsidiary to the Criminal Code Information Form 
and is utilized only when deferred payments from offenders or payments from gaols 
are involved. All] other business within the court system utilize the Criminal 
Code Information Form. This form provides for copies to the justice or magis- 
trate, the deputy attorney general and the police for both initiation of charges 
(remands, summons, etc.) and court appearances. A copy of this form is also filed 
with the Dominion Bureau of Statistics after court dispos ition. 

The salient characteristic of data processing within the Attorney General's 
Department is that consideration of information is limited to administrative 
matters. The information placed on computer tape includes the docket number of 
an offence, the offence code, the appearance of the offender in court (or lack 
of appearance), and the disposition by the courts. If the offender is sentenced 
to an institution, the length of sentence is noted. If a fine is imposed, the 
data processing system monitors the collection of that fine. Although some re- 


search information about traffic offenders could be made available through the 
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traffic offence data (which is on computer tape and operating on an I.B.M. 
360-65), this information is not designed for research purposes. At the current 
time, the Attorney General's Department relies upon D.B.S. reports (monthly and 


quarterly) to provide information regarding the legal-justice system in Alberta. 


eH] Family Courts and the Probation Branches 


Information collection and utilization within family courts and proba- 
tion branches is primarily through file sheets and manila folders. As in the 
criminal investigation section of the Edmonton Police Department, 3" x 5" cards 
are kept on those individuals who become involved with this agency. This card 
is utilized to provide a file number so that the information on a particular 
individual may be located. The utilization of 3" x 5" cards and color-coded 
files can provide a rapid means of obtaining information concerning specific 
individuals or cases. The ability to utilize such information for research pur- 
poses (in dealing with aggregates of individuals) is tedious and replete with 


problems of confidentiality. 


3.4 Alberta in the Canadian Context 


There have been considerable changes in the number and type of cases 
which appear before the court system in recent years. Table 9 provides an alarm- 
ing picture of rapidly increasing criminality during the past fifty years. The 
total number of convictions rose from 42,148 in 1901 to 4,066,957 in 1965. Trans- 
lated into rates per 1,000 (16 and older) it means an increase from 1.24 to 32.01; 


a twenty-five-fold increase. A closer examination of Table 9 demonstrates that 


4] 


the increase in summary convictions has accounted for 98 percent of this in- 
crease and that traffic convictions account for 90 percent of the increase in 
summary convictions. In fact, indictable convictions have declined from 13.4 
percent of all convictions in 1901 to 1.0 percent in 1965. The suggestion, 
then, is that the apparent rapid increase in convictions is not due to a ram- 
pant increase in serious crimes; but rather, to a rapid growth in the number 
(and misuse) of motor vehicles. 

Table 10 provides information concerning the number, percentage and rate 
(per 1,000 population between the ages of 15 and 69) of convictions by type 
for 1960 to 1968. These data suggest a slight movement away from the trend in 
Table 9 for 1967 and 1968. The cause of this change is due to a sizeable de- 
crease in the total number of offences due to a reduction of about 60 percent 
(from 1965 to 1968) in convictions for traffic offences (a reduction of about 
2 million convictions). As a result, the percentage of convictions for indict- 
able and summary convictions other than traffic increases. This increase is 
only due to the decrease in traffic convictions, for the rate per 1,000 popu- 
lation continues to decrease from 1966 tO 1968. 

Examination of the data for Alberta in Table 10 suggest considerable 
disparity with Canada. The rate of convictions for indictable offences has re- 
mained homogeneous between 1960 and 1968, although the percentage that indict- 
able convictions represent of the total suggests some variation. The percentage 
of indictable convictions for Alberta averages more than twice that of Canada 
(ratio of 2.15). Alberta's rate per 1,000 population for indictable convictions 


averages 60 percent above that of Canada. When the summary convictions other 
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NUMBER OF CONVICTIONS, CONVICTION RATE PER 
1000 POPULATION, AND PERCENT OF TOTAL 
CONVICTIONS FOR INDICTABLE OFFENCES, SUMMARY 


TRAFFIC OFFENCES AND SUMMARY OFFENCES 
THAN TRAFFIC ; mes 


TABLE 10: 


ee % se & Fe +e +e + e * TT * * * * * 
ees Ls IU Ee LS A eae SS foot Mee Z . 4 c B N B D ne bf : : i ALTA / CANADA 
YEAR NUMBER OF CONVICTION NUMBER OF CONVICTION RATE PERCENT 
CONVICTIONS RATE PERCENT CONVICTIONS RATE PERCENT RATIO RATIO 
1960 7,135 6251500 5.62 64,707 07590. mea 7 1/55 fo ss 
1961 8,004 Googe Sea2 71,262 0.640 2,24 1.56 2,42 
1962 8.257 1.005 5.04 71,507 0764000 2. fo 11.59 Seen ae 
1963 8,868 1.056 4.89 75,518 O° 6537 eeeoD 1962" 2490 
1964 9,423 PeOS0 ce 4s) 76,410 0.645 1.95 1j69. meet 
1965 8,095 OPO50" 94. 35 75,300 0G 22 ee es 125078) 2730 
1966 7,746 0.876 3.86 79,865 0.643% 2.00 1,26. ele oS 
1967 8,516 Oe 948 4795 76,681 0.599 43.10 {US SF G0 
1968 9,475 0.999 6.14 65.776 02500) 44.53 eee ale 
s. *+ *+ *& € # Sy oR Boost ott te ss SB 


SUMMARY CONVICTION FOR TRAFFIC OFFENCES * 


aero ees ER LD acAt-* oF) 64 Set MARE k NWA Die Agtorat GALT Ate ANADA 
meek NUMBER OF CONVICTION NUMBER OF CONVICTION RATE PERCENT 

CONVICTIONS RATE PERCENT CONVICTIONS RATE © "PERCENT RATIOS BALLO 
1960 81,878 10.484 64.47 26129759 M23 0829 Shey W508 Wo T4awD. 74 
1961 97,508 12.173 66.04 2972 386 24.882 87.17) 0 eOmmUeaG 
1962 112,085 13.652 68.52 2,928,623 25.805 86.95 0.53 0.79 
1963 fee oi 15.291 70.75 3,053,963 26.400 86.46 0.58 0.82 
1964 160,258 18.744 74.19 B.0355179" 297048 e774 2°00. 6SaPo0lss 
1965 135,540 15.579 71.12 3,563,702 29.450 87.63 0.53 0.81 
1966 148,586 15.677 69.10 3,427,096 27.602 86.19 0.58 0.80 
1967 POW Of08 11,905 62.75 1,909,468 145938 77524. Ol 7oneeonen 
1968 82,319 8.776 53.95 1,447,378 | Un) O24 hey 72497 20LefONIy O. 70 


ee 
mma 


* * * * * 


SUMMARY CONVICTIONS OTHER THAN TRAFFIC tad pe oe 


* C AN A DJA ®) * o* VALTAS/ sonnanue 


Zareeone Por RT A * 6 « & * * & 
YEAR NUMBER OF CONVICTION NUMBER OF CONVICTION RATE PERCENT 

GONVIGTIONS*: RATE. PERCENT CONVICTIONS RATE PERCENT RATIO RATIO 
1960 47,990 4.864 29.91 308,582. 2.814, 10:44 05), 7s on 
1961 422360 65.260 28.54 2.361897 TZ y024 HALOS ON Ie ee. 69 
1962 44,248 5.268 26.44 368,026 3,245 91005000) O2smmon a 
1963 darn gia. 56 26501 24.36 299,902) Fs eassarel eo Pees 2515 
1964 Rows 85,442 21,50 418,285 © 3.537, 10.64) Bis odene coe 
1965 46,944 5.396 24.6% 42741955 2113 SSB “2OUS2 than ogee. 54 
1966 paeee2o. 6.135 27.04 469,476 ©3078). 11.6) wees O Commer 
1967 55,579 6.128 42.30 485,998 3.802 19.66) Gime 
1968 G0eoo7 916.492 49.91 354,565 2.701 18.98 2.40 2.10 


Data taken from D.B.S. catalogues 85-201, 91-202 and 9]-51l. 


J nn nn ee ESTEE 


—— —_ a am eas oe ee le 
Sc ee 


[SS eee 


———— 


44 


than traffic are considered, the same pattern between Alberta and Canada emerges: 
Alberta's average percentage of summary convictions (without traffic) averages 
more than twice that of Canada (ratio of 2.28); and Alberta's rate per 1,000 

for convictions averages 70 percent above that of Canada. 

The reason for this disparity is evident when convictions for traffic 
offences are considered. Alberta's average percentage of convictions for traf- 
fice is about 80 percent of that of Canada, while the rate per 1,000 population 
is about 60 percent of the Canadian average. It should be noted that with the 
Significant decrease in traffic convictions on the federal level, that the rate 
of convictions is converging between Alberta and Canada. This convergence, how- 
ever, is at the expense of a greater disparity in indictable and summary (other 
than traffic) convictions. 

It is at this point that the problems of official statistics become mag- 
nified. Offence information is reported in terms of the number of offences and 
individuals who are charged with the offences cleared by charge. This informa- 
tion is provided for offences against the criminal code, federal statutues, pro- 
vincial statutes and municipal by-laws. When attention is focused upon the 
courts, an additional division is made in terms of type of conviction: indict- 
able or summary. There are major differences between these categories in terms 
of the type of trial; rights of appeal and bail, and magnitude of sentence as 
well as other characteristics. Indictable offences can either be against the 
criminal code or the federal statutes, while summary offences can be against 


any of the four categories. The ability to compare vanishes at this point al- 


though indictable convictions provide information on both offences and persons, 


45 


Summary convictions provide information only on the number of charges, convic- 
tions, and disposition of the courts. 


Keeping this problem in mind, Tables 11 and 12 were constructed to assist 
in understanding the disparity between Alberta and Canada in terms of indictable 
convictions. It will be noticed that offences against the criminal code are 
again divided into subtypes. Examination of these tables suggests that Alberta 
has a lower acquittal rate than Canada. Although the difference is slight in 
some cases, the pattern suggests that a person who is charged with an offence 
is more likely to be found guilty in Alberta than Canada as a whole. This is 
not an unexpected finding in that Alberta is more likely to charge the same in- 
dividual with several different offences, which raises the probability of con- 
viction. These data suggest that incarceration is still the most common sentence 
for both Alberta and Canada. In every case, however, Alberta placed more empha- 
Sis upon incarceration than Canada. However, Alberta is only about two-thirds 
as likely to use the suspended sentence as a sanction as is Canada. The number 
of convictions in each category is relatively homogeneous between Alberta and 
Canada. 

To continue the search for the source of disparity, Tables 13 and 14 were 
constructed for summary convictions. The categories in these tables are in terms 
of the criminal code, federal statutes, provincial statutes and municipal by-laws. 
Examination of these tables suggest that the principle response to a summary con- 
viction is in terms of a fine. This is due, in part, to the large number of tra- 
ffic convictions which cannot be removed from the information in these tables. 


Throughout, Alberta places less emphasis upon the suspended sentence than Canada. 
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A greater emphasis is placed upon incarceration for convictions for the criminal 
code, federal statutes and especially the provincial statutes. The municipal 
by-laws, however, appear to be almost ignored by Alberta's courts; and convic- 
tion results in a fine in over 99.85 percent of the cases. Canada as a whole, 
however, uses both the suspended sentence and incarceration (in a small number of 


cases) for convictions under the municipal by-laws. 


3.5 Important Areas in Which Data are Lacking 


Although the responsibility for vast numbers of traffic offences has re- 
cently been removed from Alberta's courts (with the initiation of a voluntary 
payment and guilty plea included with the ticket itself), the increase in summary 
offences requires attention. These type of offences, which require investiga- 
tion and prosecution, frequently make large demands upon the time of law enforce- 
ment officials and obstruct the ability of the court to deal with more serious 
offences. Frequently, summary offences involve willing victims or no victims 
at all. The detection of such offences may be degrading to the dignity of the 
police and may also raise legal, moral and ethical problems for the legal justice 
system. 

The increasing volume of cases before the courts have demonstrated the 
problems of traditional methods in court administration. Law enforcement ef- 
ficiency is frequently lost when the court is not able to properly deal with 
the persons before it. Many cases have been heard and disposed of in minutes -- 


although this sort of thing was much more common before drunkenness was removed 


Tyan (1965:162) refers to a case (but does not give details) in which an 


accused who was not represented by counsel, elected trial and pleaded 
quilty to an offence and was sentenced to life imprisonment, without 
any hearing of evidence, and all within less than five minutes. 
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as a criminal offence and the traffic offender was enabled to plead 

guilty without appearing in court. Other techniques have been advocated to 
alleviate the crowding in the courts. British Columbia has removed the fine for 
traffic offences and has arranged for the offender to lose "demerit points" in- 
stead. Loss of a certain number of points within a given time span results in 
suspension of driving privileges. The rationale for this system was simple: cost. 
It was costing the British Columbia government more money to collect the traffic 
fine than the fine itself. In this manner, the collection cost has ceased, the 
magistrates have a reduced caseload, and there does not appear to be any major 
change in the number of traffic offences. 

The Ouimet Report emphasizes the use of the "summons" as opposed to the 
warrant with offences of a summary nature. The issuing of a summons may be made 
by the justice of the peace (as does the warrant) so that the use of a summons 
aS Opposed to the warrant would not threaten the rights of the individual before 
the law. Instead, the summons would save time for both the law enforcement of- 
ficer and the defendent in terms of the time required for arrest and bail. In 
addition, the legal-justice system would save the cost of arrest and perhaps pre- 
detention. The appropriate utilization of this technique, however, requires a 
centralized record system. 

In a similar manner, the Ouimet Report recommended that the police be 
granted the power of bail for summary conviction offences or indictable offences 
within 5.467 of the Criminal Code. This recommendation was brought forth as 
Bill C-220 and is now available under the law. In the past, bail could only be 
granted by a justice of the peace, a judge, or a magistrate. Now, the senior 


officer in a police station or lock-up has the power of bail. This procedure 
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has the possibility of alleviating many of the cases before the court and re- | 
ducing the number of individuals in detention centres. In addition, it provides | 
greater freedom for the individual. In the past, the individual who was arrested 
on Friday night was forced to wait until Monday morning to obtain bail. Under 
the new bail act, the individual may be granted bail (subject to the normal con- 
ditions of bail) any time of the day or night; reducing the monetary and time 


cost as well as inconvenience to both the police and the individual. 


With the use of the summons and the new bail act, there are some serious 
ramifications for Alberta. Given the high mobility rate for persons on bail, 
it is imperative that the official granting bail or issuing a summons know whe- | 
ther that individual has already been granted bail or summons for an outstanding 
offence. Theoretically, it might be possible for an individual to commit offen- 
ces in Lethbridge, Calgary, Red Deer, Edmonton and Peace River within several days 
and be either summoned or released on bail from each city. Such an abuse is not 
so much the fault of the summons or bail system as of the current state of com- 
munications within the legal justice system. To alleviate this problem, the 


Ouimet Report (1969:111) states: 


The Committee therefore recommends that there should 
be a central registry in each province for the pur- 
pose of maintaining a record of those persons charged 
with indictable offences who are on bail so that this 
information would be readily available to the judge, 
magistrate, justice or police in connection with a 
further bail application. 


basis with respect to the number of persons released 
on bail charged with indictable offences, who commit 
indictable offences while on bail, and the relation- 
Ship of a prior criminal record to the probability 
of a commission of an indictable offence while on 
bail. 


; 
Statistics are not now available on a comprehensive | 
| 
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The Committee recommends that such Statistics be 

collected on a comprehensive basis as a guide to 

future practice. 
It may be suggested that the implementations of the "summons" (as opposed to 
the warrant) and the system of police bail will, under the current system, be 
detrimental to the people of Alberta. Although the individual who becomes in- 
volved in the legal-justice system should be given every right that is deserved, 
the citizens of Alberta have the right to be protected from known offenders. 


Until there is a way in which serious and/or systematic offenders can be iden- 


tified, this system imposes upon the rights of Albertans. 


3.6 Summary 


This chapter has suggested some of the problems which are inherent in the 
court system. To understand these problems, attention was directed to methods 
of data collection and processing in the Attorney General's Department and in the 
Family Courts. Examination of the official statistics concerning convictions 
Suggests that Alberta continues the pattern of offence rates into the area of 
convictions. Convictions for all offences other than traffic are well above 
those of Canada. In addition, the use of incarceration is a salient character- 
istic of Albertan courts as is the infrequent use of the suspended sentence. Be- 
cause of the needs for data concerning individuals who become involved in the 
legal-justice system, it is suggested that the use of the summons and "police 


bail" system results in an increased hazard for the people of Alberta; even though 


it represents an important reform in the law. This is due primarily to the lack 


of information concerning those persons who are granted bail or are summoned. 


The probability is that, unless some means of data collection and transmission 


is made available, these techniques will fall into disuse. 


CHAPTER IV 


CORRECTIONAL STATISTICS 


4.1 Tasks of the Correctional Institutions in the Legal-Justice System 


The institutions constitute the final agency in the legal-justice system 
and frequently the last alternative for dealing with the offender. Although 
institutionalization may be required functionally for the offender (in offering 
training in academic and/or vocational subjects, treatment for mental and/or 
physical problems, etc.), penal institutions tend to be the catch basin for 
those problems which cannot be solved elsewhere. The involvement of an indivi- 
dual in the legal-justice system is expensive for both the offender and the 
society, in both a manifest (in terms of immediate monetary and time costs) and 
a latent (discrimination against the individual because of his criminal record 
and exclusion from certain occupations whithin which he may be highly qualified) 
manner. In this sense, incarceration within an institution may be interpreted 
as an act of despair by society, an acceptance of failure, or the recognition 
that a temporary loss of human resources must be accepted in the hope that 
(through rehabilitation) that this resource may be restored. 

In general, the purpose of a correctional institution system is: (a) to 
carry out the sentence of the court and (b) to take whatever course of action, 
consistent with the sentence of the court and the discretion allowed by law, 
(which) is best calculated to return the individual offender to the community 


as a contributing member (McGrath, 1968:14). 


—eeE——————eeeeeeeee 
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Any successful program to fulfill these goals requires an efficient and effective 
classification system so that the inmate may be dealt with in the most productive 
manner possible. This classification system should be a continuous process 
through which the inmate may receive maximum benefit from the institution. The 
Ouimet Report (1969:311) suggests that the following elements be included for 
any adequate classification process: 
(a) The analysis of the inmate and of his problem related 

to his involvement in crime through the use of every 

available technique: social histories; medical, psy- 

chiatric and psychological examinations; and studies 

of religious, educational, vocational and recreational 


attainments and interests. 


(b) Planning of a treatment program by the classification 
team meeting as a group. 


(c) Ensuring that the inmate and all staff who will be 
involved understand the treatment plan. 


(d) Evaluation of the inmate's progress and the suitability 
of the treatment plan, and changing of the treatment 
plan as this is warranted. 
The inmate should be given the opportunity to actively participate in as much 
of the treatment process as possible. 

As conceived by the Ouimet Report (1969:311), classification is a pro- 
cess that should continue throughout the inmate's stay within the institution. 
It should be dynamic, extending to all phases of the inmate's experiences, not 
something static confined to forma] meetings of the classification committee. 

In this sense, the primary aim of the institution is to re-educate in- 
mates to live law-abiding and productive lives in the community. Within Canada, 
responsibility for the correctional institutions is divided between the provin- 


cial and federal governments. The major distinguishing characteristic is that 
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the federal government takes responsibility for offenders which are given a 
prison sentence of two or more years. Offenders with shorter sentences are 


generally the responsibility of the province within which they were sentenced. 


A %2 Statistics in the Correctional Institutions 


Traditionally, the best statistics within the legal-justice system are 
found in the correctional institutions. Given a population which is readily 
accessible for information gathering and given the need for daily knowledge about 
the number of persons incarcerated, it is no surprise that the 1970 Correctional 
Statistics have already been released by D.B.S. In Alberta, the Annual Reports 
of the Correctional Institutions are readily available, up-to-date and contain 
detailed information about the persons within the system. 

There are three major forms used within Alberta's gaols. These are the 
Inmate Information File Form, the Prisoner's Admittance Record and the Prisoner's 
Statistical Record. The first form remains within the inmate's file and is used 
as a reference document. The latter two forms are institution record forms and 
are kept in large books for daily reference. Currently, all tabulation of in- 
formation regarding inmates is completed by physically searching through the 
manila files of past and present inmates. For example, a request concerning 
the number of males between the ages of 16 and 17 who were institutionalized in 
Alberta during 1960 and 1963 would require many man-hours of search. Each file 
for those years would have to be examined to determine the age of that inmate. 

The nature of the current system appears to have developed through neces- 


Sity as opposed to choice. The correctional staff were most enthusiastic about 
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the possibility of instigating a data processing system of any type which could 
eliminate the large-scale manual labour required at the present time. As the 
information system currently exists, there are no formal means by which any par- 
ticular gaol can know whether an individual has been in any other provincial 
gaol. If this information is obtained at all, it is a residual from the Finger 
Print Service in Ottawa. Thus, it is possible for a gaol to have a man in the 
institution who has escaped from another provincial institution and/or is wanted 
by the police. Such an event occurred during the original writing of this re- 
port; a man was returned to Drumheller after serving a term in a provincial gaol. 
The Finger Print Service was a bit early in returning the report and it was thus 
discovered that the man was currently serving a term in the Federal Penitentiary 
and had escaped from custody. Had the F.P.S. report been a couple of days later, 
the man would have been released. 

To ascertain the effectiveness of the record-keeping system, the writer 
was able to participate in a study of recidivism at Fort Saskatchewan. Even 
though there were substantial problems of a methodological nature, this was per- 
ceived as a good opportunity to interest correctional personnel in basic research. 
Although the staff at the institution was most cooperative and helpful, after 
four months of work it appeared that the use of current correctional data for 
any type of longitudinal analysis was extremely difficult. Given the amount of 
time required to obtain the necessary information and the sporadic nature of 


complete social histories, it was decided that the study was not feasible at the 


current time. 
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433 Alberta in the Canadian Context 


When we compare the correctional statistics for different provinces, a 
number of interesting variations appear. The following instances are cited 
in order to illustrate the nature of available data and to suggest what those 
data may reveal. Table 15 presents a distribution of persons in provincial 
custody from 1960 to 1970 for both Alberta and Canada. The distributions for 
all provinces may be found in the Appendix. The cited figure is for the popu- 
lation in the institutions as of March 31 for each Vaan The yearly popula- 
tion estimates (taken from D.B.S. Catalogues 91-202 and 91-511) enable a rate 
of institutionalization per 1,000 population to be calculated. The population 
figures used in calculation of this rate are for all individuals in a province 
between the ages of 15 and 69. Although comparisons must be made with caution, 
there are some strong movements within this eleven-year period. During this 
time, Canada as a whole had a 26.1 percent increase in population and an 8.8 
percent increase in institutionalized persons. The average increase of .8 per- 
cent in the number of institutionalized persons is about one-third of the in- 
crease which would be expected from an increase in population alone. That is, 
if crime is a constant over time (not increasing or decreasing between 1960 and 
1970), the increase in the number of institutionalized persons should increase 
in direct proportion to the increase in population. In fact, Table 15 suggests 
that the number of individuals sentenced to correctional institutions is de- 


creasing in proportion to population growth. During the same period of time, 


‘The figures for Quebec are for December 31. 


‘This does not necessarily mean that crime is decreasing or the courts are 
becoming more lenient. It probably reflects the increasing use of 
various alternatives to incarceration such as probation and/or 
Suspended sentences. 
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Alberta experienced a 28.8 percent increase in population (quite similar to that 


of Canada), but a 71.1 percent increase in institutional population. This in- 
Crease is more than eight times the national average and more than twice the in- 


crease in the next highest province. | The disposition of Alberta's institution- 
alized population from 1959 to 1970 may be seen in Table 16. During this per- 
iod, gaol population increased by 63.2 percent and the total population in all 
provincial correctional institutions increased by 66.5 percent. A researcher/ 
statistician might be facetious, quirk, and state that the Alberta statistics 
lead to two conclusions: institutionalization has a positive effect upon crime 
(the institution acts as a training school for future crime) and that the avail- 
ability of a correctional institutions results in a committal of individuals to 
that institution. 

Table 17 provides information concerning incarceration for the provinces 
of Canada. Using the most recent figures (1967), the rate of institutionaliza- 
tion per 1,000 population -- between the ages of 15 and 69 -- was examined for 
indictable, summary and all convictions. In terms of indictable convictions 
resulting in institutionalization, Newfoundland has the lowest rate in Canada 
and British Columbia has the highest. It should be pointed out, however, that 
Alberta has the second highest rate; a rate 7.4 percent less than that of Bri- 
tish Columbia. Examination of institutionalization for summary convictions 
again finds Newfoundland with the lowest rate but with Alberta in the highest 


position. Alberta's rate is so large that it is over 40 percent of all other 
provinces combined. For the incarceration rate for both indictable and summary 


lonty four other provinces showed an increase during these years: British 
Columbia with 16 percent, New Brunswick with 16 percent, Quebec with 
39 percent and Saskatchewan with 22 percent. 
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convictions, Alberta again leads Canada with 11.975 persons per 1,000 population 
sentenced to either gaol or penitentiary for a conviction! 

Table 18 suggests that there is a relatively homogeneous ratio between 
conviction and incarceration for indictable offences. The range is from .279 
to .467, the mean is .401 and the standard deviation is .0555. For summary of- 
fences, however, the pattern is just the opposite: the range is from .003 to 
-053, with a mean of .016 and a standard deviation of .0138. These data point 
out that Alberta has the highest incarceration to conviction ratio for any pro- 
vince in Canada. To determine the extent to which Alberta's “incarceration to 
conviction" ratio differs from the other provinces, the means and standard de- 
viations were re-calculated without Alberta and the "Z" test was applied in the 
following manner: 


Spar Ay necesgngl Ly io. "s ’ 
eimai a . f. Sa0Ukeh 


From the magnitude of the "Z" score (which indicates the number of standard de- 
viations which a value "X" is from the mean of a distribution), it may be con- 
cluded that Alberta differs significantly (does not belong with the rest of 
Canada) in the extent to which incarceration is used as a sanction for summary 
convictions. This disparity is of even greater significance in that Canada has 
the highest incarceration rate of the Western World (Coustneau and Veevers, 


1972). This means that Alberta's use of incarceration for minor offences is 


greater than any other country in the Western World. 


4,4 Summary 


The material in this chapter enables two conclusions to be drawn. First, 


although the statistics concerning individuals involved in the correctional in- 
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stitutions and their behavior are better than police and court statistics, the 
ability to apply these statistics for any purpose other than the daily adminis- 
tration of a correctional institution is limited and problematic. In addition, 
this information is not systematically exchanged between institutions. Second, 
according to the official statistics, Alberta continues to increase in disparity 
from the Canadian average. Application of a simple comparative statistic, "Z" 
(calculated as described in this chapter), suggests that although Alberta de- 
viates from the Canadian average by 1.72 standard deviations for offence rates; 
the deviation increases to 5.96 standard deviations when the incarceration rate 
for summary convictions is examined. Throughout, the data suggest that the 
disparity between Alberta and Canada increases as one moves through the legal- 
justice system. 

This disparity is not necessarily the responsibility of the correctional 
institutions, for this part of the legal-justice system is totally dependent 
upon the police and courts for input. Only by the examination of the recidivism 
rate (information which is not currently available) can the impact of correctional 
institutions be determined. It is the police and the courts which must bear 
the responsibility for a concept of justice in Alberta that differs significantly 


from that of Canada as a whole. 


CHAPTER V 
A LEGAL-JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEM 


al The Need for a Central Registry 


To this point, the report has focused attention upon some of the needs 
of a good legal-justice system and then examined the availability of socio- 
legal statistics within and for Alberta. The evidence which has been gathered 
is not encouraging: data arecollected by each division within the legal-justice 
system without coordination or sharing; it is impossible to follow an indivi- 
dual through the system as he is transferred from one agency to another; and 
the necessary information for monitoring the legal-justice system is both ex- 
tremely tardy and cannot answer the problems which must be considered in evalua- 
ting the effectiveness of the system, for each of the major agencies base their 
Statistics upon a different unit of analysis. Among the problems which might 
be addressed is the high rate of institutionalization within Alberta. Why does 
Alberta have such a high rate of incarceration, especially for summary offences? 
The types of data which could shed light upon this question are unavailable 
(in a comparative sense) and areas of the legal-justice system which are prob- 
lematic in 1967 may or may not be problematic in 1971 (although there is no 
manner of knowing if such problems still exist for another few years). 

The types of problems were recognized some six years ago and steps were 


undertaken to alleviate the situation. Both the McGrath Report (1968:74) and 


the Ouimet Report (1969:34) make reference to the new system of legal-justice 
statistics which was to be developed for Alberta. The Ouimet Report (1969:34) 
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states that: 


Recent discussion between the Dominion Bureau of 
Statistics and the provinces of Quebec, Alberta 
and New Brunswick give hope that a more compre- 
hensive statistical series, bringing together law 
enforcement, judicial and correctional statistics 


will be possible. This will make it possible to 
follow the individual through the process from 


ion, thus gaining a clearer picture of success or 

At the present time (December , 1971) this type of statistical program has not 
been instigated nor, to the best of my knowledge, are there plans for its in- 
stigation: 

The present report is concerned with assessing the need for information 
concerning the legal-justice system in Alberta. In earlier chapters, some of 
the available legal-justice statistics were analyzed to provide some indication 
of the impact of justice upon Albertans. The available statistics suggest an 
inherent contradiction: Alberta has led the way in focusing attention upon the 
rights of the individual, upon the availability of opportunity, and upon the 
importance of social justice; but at the same time, Alberta has the highest in- 
carceration/conviction rate of Canada! Indeed, the type of information (both 
monetary and rates per 1,000 population) which is available concerning the legal- 
justice system suggests a backwards and repressive society. But this conclusion 
is contradictory, for based upon experience with other legal-justice systems, 
the writer has found members of Alberta's system to be concerned and cooperative 
as well as being enlightened in their approach. Wherefore, then, is the explana- 
tion for Alberta's apparently uncomplimentary position? Given the nature of 


. ! 
available statistics the answer is not, nor can it be, known. 
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The need is clear. Indeed, the answer was suggested by McGrath in his 
study of Alberta's penal system. He (McGrath, 1968:195-197) states that: 


Every correctional program should be under constant 
review to test its effectiveness in accomplishing 
its aims and to seek more effective ways of doing 
things. A search for more economical ways of accom- 
plishing equal results should be included. If two 
programs are equally effective, the less expensive 
Should be adopted. 


Such planned review requires many things. One is 

an efficient system of records so that an accurate 
history of an inmate's progress will be available. 
Accurate and complete statistics are also important 
... Statistical material should be available on short 
notice any time throughout the year if it is to be 

of maximum use in planning. The system should be 
developed in such a way to make this possible. Sta- 
tistics related to the correctional services adminis- 
tered by the Cities of Edmonton and Calgary should 

be included in the provincial statistics so that a 
complete picture will be available...a research and 
planning program requires a full-time, professionally- 
qualified director. It is recommended: 


That a full-time professionally-qualified 
Director of Research and Planning be app- 
ointed, his position to fit into the ad- 


ministrative chart as set out earlier in 
this report. 


The financial savings that can arise from the work of such 
an official should be stressed. Not only can he help 
assure that mistakes are avoided, but he will save many 
times his own salary through an organized search for 
more efficient procedures. 
In keeping with the McGrath Report (1968), the Ouimet Report (1969), and 


the President's Commission of Law Enforcement (1967) (in the United States), 


this report should like to recommend the development of a central registry for 
the compilation, analysis and dissemination of legal-justice statistics for Al- 


berta. 


69 


A central registry for legal-justice statistics would enable many of the 
pressing questions to be answered. The purpose of such a development would not 
be to change or substantially modify the current system, but rather to use the 
System more effectively. This recommendation does not advocate change for the 
sake of change; it does advocate a more efficient utilization of the information 
already in existence in terms of recent developments in technology. 

As conceived, the central registry could serve as a unifying element, not 
only within the legal-justice system, but also within cognitive areas. The re- 
sponsibilities of a central registry would be in the areas of data-processing 
and basic research. Figure 2 indicates the manner in which a central registry 
could integrate the relevant information on social behavior. It is important 
that these (and similar areas) be perceived as a meaningful unit; a unit in 
which information comes from many different sources and each source contributes 
to the total knowledge and understanding. 

The development of a central registry for socio-legal statistics would 
provide many benefits to Albertans. If a rapid data system is utilized, the 
central registry could serve as a reference agency to examine the files of those 
individuals with past involvement with the legal-justice system; i.e., to pro- 
vide information regarding a decision to grant bail. Such a system could main- 
tain the files for the correctional institutions, the courts, and the police in 
one location; and would place emphasis upon the sharing of that information (wi th- 
in the limits specified by law) on the basis of the "need and right to know". 
The central registry could lead the way in the development of a standardized re- 
porting form for the province and it could offer many services, especially of a 


routine administrative nature. Successful record linkage would provide up-to-date 


FIGURE 2: THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF AND INTEGRATION 
OF SOCIAL INFORMATION WITHIN A CENTRAL 
REGISTRY OF SOCIO-LEGAL DATA 
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information concerning the specific nature of the legal-justice system and would 
enable researchers to focus the quality of justice in Alberta, and theoretical 


advancement as opposed to techniques for dealing with faulty statistics. 


Bt? Some Possible Precedents 


In applying the advances of technology to the legal-justice system, the 
techniques of system analysis and system design have been very useful. The pur- 
pose of an information system such as a central registry would be to produce 
more efficient decision-making in terms of reduced costs of operation and an in- 
crease in the probability of the "best" policy decision being selected. In addi- 
tion, an important contribution can be made in terms of an increase in the num- 
ber and range of feasible alternative policies. California, for example, has 
Spent several years examining the requirement of a legal-justice system. The 
results of their analysis are both insightful and applicable to much of the Al- 
bertan system (Correctional Decisions Information Project: Institute for the 
Study of Crime and Delinquency, 1967). The President's Commission on Law En- 
forcement dedicated an entire volume to the impact of science and technology on 
the legal-justice system. Contributions to this area are discussed in terms of 
the apprehension process, the operations of the police, techniques of court 
management, means for crime prevention, analysis of the justice system, the need 
for information systems and corresponding problems (time required for respond- 
ing, invasion of privacy, etc.), operations research, budgeting, simulation of 
a court system and many other relevant topics (President's Commission on Law 


Enforcement: Science and Technology, 1967). 


Several of the computer companies have entered the legal-justice area with 


he 


systems designed to assist in both data processing as well as information re- 
trieval. The systems offered by I.B.M. and S.D.C., while expensive, are both 
practical and operational for the task which they were designed to accomplish. 
Success has been attained by the Federal Bureau of Investigation in storing data 
on wanted persons, stolen cars and certain types of stolen property. Local and 
State officials can feed in reports of crime and make inquiries concerning sus- 
picious persons, vehicles and/or property in their jurisdictions. New York City 
has been successful in the computer scheduling of court appearances; and Chi- 
cago, in the prediction of the distribution and occurrences of criminal behavior. 

Within Canada, strides are currently being made. British Columbia has 
a central registry for its correctional agencies -- a clearing house for all 
records of individuals who are, or have been incarcerated. Data are transferred 
to data processing cards and then to computer tape. Reports concerning the num- 
ber and nature of inmates as well as evaluation studies concerning the effec- 
tiveness of particular rehabilitation programmes are carried out in the registry. 
The visit to British Columbia's central registry was profitable in that some of 
the problems which can arise when a data centre is developed without close liaison 
with knowledgeable computer specialists were demonstrated. 

A second type of central registry has been developed in Ontario. The 
focus of concern is to register personal property. The purpose of this system 
is to provide the business community and the general public with the ability to 
search in a central office for security agreements registered at any branch of- 
fice. This system takes characters from the registration form (by means of an 
Optical Character Recognition process) and places them within a computer file. 


When a request is made for a particular agreement, the computer searches files 
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until that agreement is found. This is essentially the same type of requirement 


found in the legal-justice system; i.e., the request for information by a police 


department prior to granting bail to an individual. 


3 The Need for a Single Form: the "Quebec System" 


An important contribution to the legal-justice system is the "Quebec Sys- 
tem". This system focuses upon a relatively Simple, multiple-copy form with 
varying length copies designed to follow the individual through his contact with 
all agencies within the legal-justice system. Although the content of this form 
is relatively similar to the form used by the Attorney General's Department in 
Alberta, it has a major advantage in that it is uniform within the legal-justice 
System and that copies are sent not only to D.B.S. for reporting purposes, but 
also to the central registry in Quebec City. A copy of this form (and the Eng- 
lish translation) may be found in the Appendix. Only one supplemental form is 
required: the Ajournements Supplementaires. This form is used for supplemen- 
tary adjournments following the first adjournment of the case to preliminary 
hearing, to trial, to verdict, or to sentencing. The form is also used to re- 
port any delays in the payment of a fine. Whenever three of these forms accumu- 
late at any given point in the legal-justice process, an automatic investigation 
is instigated by the Minister of Justice. It was a system of this nature that 
Alberta was planning to adopt in the late 1960's. 

Although the "Quebec System" lacks some of the type of information which 
social scientists should like to have, it provides for excellent control of in- 


dividual movements within the legal-justice system. The impact of each agency 


within the system may be observed at a glance. Of greater importance is the 
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ability of a given agency to be fully informed as to what has transpired prior 
to contact with that agency. The use of varying length copies results in a mini- 


mum of paperwork with a maximum of information for each agency. 


aye! The Feasibility of a Central Registry: Some Possibilities and Some Cautions 


The results of this report suggest that it is not only feasible but neces- 
sary that a centralized data system collect standardized information for Alberta. 
This type of operation has been recommended for many years and would be useful 
in the areas of administration, planning and policy decisions and research. Since 
the Mental Health and Social Development areas interact with and have similar 
needs as the legal-justice system, Figure 3 demonstrates that once a central 
registry was developed, these areas could be included. The existence of a stan- 
dardized reporting form and a small computer within the central registry could 
provide basic information almost instantly. If the central registry were connec- 
ted with the Alberta Bureau of Statistics, information may be obtained from and 
provided to D.B.S. in individual (as opposed to aggregate) form. 

Although it is imperative that the privacy of the individual be respected, 
the central registry would be most supportive of this right -- data need only 
be collected at one point in the system instead of at each step of the process. 
The writer considers that each individual has the right to know what information 
is being kept concerning him, the right to have this information treated as con- 
fidential, and the right to appeal any information which he considers to be in- 
accurate. 


In conclusion, it is feasible to collect good information concerning the 


FIGURE 3: FILE CONTENTS FOR A SOCIO-LEGAL 
CENTRAL REGISTRY 
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legal-justice system in Alberta. The collection requires a standardized repor- 
ting form (such as the one adopted in Quebec), a central registry for compiling 
the information, and a small computer for storing the information and providing 
answers to both operational and research questions. The annual cost of such a 
system would be slight when compared to the total budget for legal-justice within 
the province (with the important possibility of reducing the cost of the legal- 
justice system) and discussions with computer personnel have been most encour- 
aging with respect to the capability and costs. 

It would be very helpful to have an accurate quantitative statement of 
the manifest and latent costs and consequences of such a system in comparison 
with the current one. Would the economics of a more effective and efficient 
system surpass the increasing cost of continuing the current one? The existence 
of problems concerning the availability of current, accurate information about 
Alberta's legal-justice system is not a matter of controversy: the controversy 
is whether to join the modern world and redesign the system so that available 
information can be completely and efficiently utilized. It would appear that 
the time is now ripe for such a development: the technology is available and 
persons within the legal-justice system are both willing and ready to accept 
such an innovation. A decision of this nature is a necessary first step for 


Alberta to live up to the promise of social justice: equal, swift and universal. 
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APPENDIX A 


A Survey of Current Legal-Justice Research Projects in Canada 
and the United States of Relevance to Alberta. 


Law Enforcement 


Attitudes and Attitude Changes in Law Enforcement Officers 


Abstract: This research is intended to accomplish the following 
general Purposes: (1) To generate information concerning cer- 
tain specific attitudes of law enforcement officers of differing 
levels of experience and training, drawn from differing population 
areas and organizational structures. (2) To determine whether 
or not these attitudes undergo change during period of instruction 
of varying kinds designed to improve law enforcement skills of the 
personnel, and to estimate the direction and degree of these atti- 
tude changes within and between the different groups. 

Granted to: Middle Tennessee State University (2,569) 


Attitudinal Changes in Law Enforcement and College Student Populations 


Abstract: This proposal is directed to the analysis of the 
component parts of a college course which are designed not only 
to produce understanding of law enforcement philosophies, concepts, 
and procedural operations, but also to produce a favorable change 
in attitudes towards the criminal justice system. 

Granted to: Kent State University, Kent, Ohio (5,000) 


Crime Control Team Experiment 


Abstract: This application proposes to test the police-team 
concept which has been used successfuly in England wherein a 
small group of police officers with a supervisor are assigned 
exclusive responsibility for the crime control within a small 
geographical area. The team supervisor is delegated the 
authority to allocate his resources as he deems best to accom- 
plish his mission. This team will not have responsibility for 
providing noncriminal police services within their geographical 
area which are normally provided by the police department. 
Granted to: Police Department, City of Syracuse, New York 
(31,815) 
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Develop a Study of Alternatives to Punishment in Maintaining Law and Order 


Abstract: This research project has two objectives. The first 
objective is to study alternatives to punitive law enforcement 
measures, such as fines and incarcerations, by investigating the 
feasibility of preventive systems based on constructive re-enforce- 
ment. The second objective is to evaluate a study completed by 
the Institute. for Behavioral Research at the National Training 
School for Boys. This study used the technique of operant con- 
ditioning to change the behavior of 41 selected inmates. 

Granted to: Institute for Behavioral Research, Silver 

Spring, Maryland (118,800) 


An Economic Analysis of Distribution of Police Patrol 


Abstract: The first part of the study would research the existing 
distribution of police manpower in relation to important social 
and economic variables such as level of income and education, 
population density and social composition. The second part of 
the study would concern the optional allocation of patrol forces 
to minimize the cost of crime to society. 

Granted to: Miami University, Oxford, Ohio (4,511) 


Econometric Study of Economy-Related Crimes 


Abstract: This is a study to determine the interrelationships 
among economic, age, education, and law enforcement factors for 
a selected age group of offenders committing economic crimes on 
the arrest rates for these crimes. This is an attempt to view 
this kind of criminal activity in a broad enough context to 
determine not only where and at what levels crime may be expected, 
but also to identify the critical factors leading to economic 
crimes. 

Granted to: University of California at Santa Barbara (21,955) 


The Efficiency of Law Enforcement Resources 


Abstract: It is the objective of this study to statistically 
estimate the efficiency of law enforcement in reducing the 
number of major crimes against property. Using cross sectional 
data for the United States, statistical estimates of the 
parameters of an economical model of criminal behavior will be 
ascertained. An attempt will be made to answer such questions 
as: Are sufficient funds allocated to rime prevention? Should 
police forces be consolidated? What factors are important in 
determining the amount of crime? 

Granted to: College of St. Thomas, St. Paul, Minnesota 

(5,000) 
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Illinois Police Communication Study, Phase II 


Abstract: Design of optimum police communications systems for 
Acc abanee ee of BEM te Wisconsin to Gary, Indiana 
etropolitan Chicago). Emphasis will be > = 
ac hasei ory, p on Spectrum Manage 
Granted to: Associated Public Safety Communications Officers 
(APCO) (144,505) 


Law Enforcement & Criminal Justice Education Survey 


Abstract: This project undertakes to survey the needs, re- 

sources, and other facilities of professional and preprofes- 

Sional education for law enforcement and corrections personnel ; 

and to develop a coordinated plan to serve as a blue print for 

such education in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and as a 

model for similar programs throughout the United States. 
Granted to: Governor's Public Safety Committee, Boston, 

Massachusetts (14,600) 


Law and Order on the Mississippi Choctaw Reservation 


Abstract: The project will address itself to the area of Indian 
reservation law enforcement by studying a single tribe's problems 
in this field. The proposed project will provide assistance to 
the Mississippi Choctaws in dealing with law enforcement prob- 
lems and in establishing a tribal system of law and order. 
Granted to: Association on American Indian Affairs, Inc. 
New York, New York (5,000) 


Methodological Studies of Crime Classification 


Abstract: The accurate assessment of the volume of crime and 
of particular kinds of crime is the objective of this study. 
It is expected to evaluate the factors that affect the classi- 
fication of major index crimes and to develop ways of esti- 
mating base populations for victim statistics. 

Granted to: University of Michigan, Ann Arbor (50,714) 


Patrolman Qualification and Performance Project 


Abstract: This project will allow further validation and re- 
finement of the basic study performed under an LEA Act grant 

to the Chicago Police Department by the Industrial Relations 
Center of the University of Chicago. The basic study developed 
a battery of psychological examinations which accurately pre- 
dicted future uniformed patrolmen's performance. This proposed 
project will permit current studies of personnel who were 

tested approximately 2 years ago In the prior project to further 
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measure the accuracy of the predictions of their levels of 
performance. This new data will permit further refinement 
of the original test batteries in order to increase the 
accuracy and efficiency of their predictions. 
Granted to: Chicago Police Department, Illinois (44,936) 


Pysical Evidence Utilization 


Abstract: Examine and evaluate impact on crime control to 
various criminalistics operations. 
Granted to: University of California at Berkeley (25,000) 


Police and the Urban Minorities of Phoenix (PUMP ) 


Abstract: The Police and the Urban Minorities of Phoenix, 
"Project PUMP", is an interdisciplinary approach designed 
to pump the resources of the university and those of metro- 
politan Phoenix into the solution of problems arising from 
abrasive relations between disadvantaged minorities and law 
enforcement agencies. PUMP is proposed as the beginning of 
a long term research, programing, and planning structure to 
assist in solving complex social, legal, political, and 
economic questions to which law enforcement agencies must 
address themselves. PUMP will be directed toward the im- 
provement of law enforcement services as well as toward 
the identification of factors which operate to prevent 
crime. 

Granted to: Arizona State University, Tempe (6,070) 


Police-Community Relations Evaluation Project 


Abstract: The primary goal of the project is to develop 
criteria for the evaluation of police-community relations 
programs. The project will: (1) Make a preliminary study 
of current police-community relations programs being utilized 
throughout the Nation; (2) observe the effectiveness of 
methods used; and (3) prepare guidelines for the establish- 
ment of police-community relations programs. 

Granted to: Portland State University, Oregon (5,000) 


The Policeman -- His Credibility As A Message Source 
Abstract: The study proposes to test the following hypothoses 
concerning the credibility of police officers: (1) police 
officers as information sources have a credibility profile 
that is no different from any other professional group: 
(2) credibility profiles of police officers are not affected 
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by the race of the officer or the race of the respondent; 
(3) credibility of police officers is greater when the 
officers are represented as communicating in an area which 
lies in their professional competence. 

Granted to: Ohio University, Athens, Ohio (6,330) 


Prediction and Optimization for Police Beats 


Abstract: This study will make use of previous empirical 
work done in several cities on the police beat problem, and 
provide a more basic rationale for the prediction of criminal 
activity in real situations as the first step in improving 
the operational effectiveness of law enforcement activity. 
Granted to: The Technological Institute, Evanston, 
Niainois Fh 338815) 


Psychological Research on Juvenile Delinquency 
Granted to: Sethard Fisher, University of Alberta, 
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Regional Law Enforcement Assistance Program 
Abstract: This feasibility study relates to the problems of 
working among state, county, and local jurisdictions. This 
will help to clarify the political feasibility and the commu- 
nication and data problems involved in making a statewide 
criminal justice system meaningful. 
Granted to: The Justice Foundation, Fayetteville, 
Arkansas (54,867) 


Research on Criminality in Women 


Granted to: Marie-Andree Bertrand, University of Montreal 
(23,690) 


Research on how Various Social Characteristics of a Community Affect 
Juvenile Delinquency 
Granted to: James C. Hackler, University of Alberta 
(8,000) 


Research on the Social Psychological Characteristics of People 


Involved in the Detroit Riot of 1967 


Granted to: Benjamin D. Singer, University of Western 
Ontario (8,209) 
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Study and Develop an Integrated Communications and Information System 


Abstract: This is a continuation grant. The objectives of 
the proposed system are to provide data on field operations, 
including the status of cars and incidents, so that improved 
utilization of cars will be possible and so that events in 
progress can be recalled and/or supervised; to collect data 
on operations directly in machine usable form to save both 
time and money; and to produce regular analyses of depart- 
mental operations on the basis of these data. 
Granted to: Boston Police Department, Massachusetts 
(89,878) 


Study of the Police Vehicle 


Abstract: The overall goal of this project is to understand 
the role of the vehicle in relation to police departments and 
from this understanding will come a better vehicle for police 
use, a better set of policies for its use, and a better pro- 
gram for procurement, replacement and operation. The objective 
in the broad sense is to aid in achieving better police opera- 
tions within the best cost framework. 

Granted to: Wayne State University, Detroit, Michigan 

(102,148) 


Training Police as Specialists in Family Crisis Intervention 


Abstract: This project is an extension of research done by the 
City University of New York with the New York Police Department. 
The research will train selected members of the Public Housing 
Police Force as specialists in family crisis intervention. An 
evaluation of the training will be made in terms of such vari- 
ables as the reduction in the number of injuries sustained during 
family crisis intervention. 

Granted to: City University of New York (64,955) 


Training Policemen to Deal with Family Disturbances 


Abstract: The purpose of the proposal is to train police to 
deal with "family disturbances" in addition to law enforcement 
duties, the apprehension of criminals and crime prevention 
training. Specifically they will be trained to deal with: 
(1) offenses against family and children, (2) incorrigible 
juveniles, (3) family disturbances, and (4) "disturbing the 
peace" calls. 

Granted to: Human Interaction Research Institute, 

Los Angeles, California (6,423) 
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Courts 


Bronx Sentencing Project 


Abstract: The overall goal of this project is to develo 
sentencing model for adult rae denennenis which can be Fagen 
for use in any high volume misdemeanor court in an urban set- 
ting. The major components of the program are (1) a short 
form presentence report containing objective background infor- 
mation about the defendant, (2) sentencing guidelines and (3) 
referrals of selected defendants to community agencies for 
supervision and assistance. Recommendations will be made to 
the Institute with regard to sentencing in misdemeanors. 
Granted to: Vera Institute of Justice, New York, New 
York (61,825) 


Data on Dispositional Alternatives Available to Defendants 


Abstract: The project involves gathering of data on dispo- 
Sitional alternatives available to defendants. The knowledge 
about dispositional alternatives will then be used to formu- 
late plans and recommendations to be made to sentencing courts. 
The purpose of the project will be to determine if alternative 
dispositions can be developed by defense attorneys and adopted 
by the courts, and if defense counsel can in this way contribute 
more toward the rehabilitation process. 

Granted to: Public Defender, Santa Clara County, San 

Jose, California (7,100) 


Expediting the Criminal Processes 


Abstract: It is proposed that procedures presently employed 

in metropolitan courts to process criminal cases from arrests 

through final disposition be critically examined. It is ex- 

pected that a critique of current methods will reveal new 

legal alternatives which will expedite trial of criminal cases. 
Granted to: University of Nevada, Reno (5,000) 


A Feasbility Study of Offender Participation in the Dispositional 


Decision of a Juvenile Court 


Abstract: A study is proposed to determine the feasibility 
of a demonstration project to test whether offender partici- 
pation in the dispositional decisionmaking process of the 
juvenile court is possible and practical, and to discover 
the probable effects upon the individual offender and the 
recidivist rates. The study would seek to answer the ques- 
tions of whether such participatin is possible from 
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from the standpoint of the court officials, desirable from 
the standpoint of juvenile offenders, and advantageous, 
in a measurable way, to the process of rehabilitation. 
Granted to: Research Analysis Corporation, McLean, 
Virginia (7,960) 


Impact of Bail Procedures on Speedy Trial, Plea, and Sanction Felonies 


Abstract: The two main objectives of this study are to test 
the effect of the bail system in felony cases with regard to: 
Length of time before trial, plea to the charge and the outcome 
of the trial, and to show the applicability of sophisticated 
computer analysis to studies in this area of law. The expected 
results are greater accuracy in analyzing the effects of the 
bail system. 
Granted to: University of Oregon, Eugene (6,281) 


Management Study, U.S. District Court, Washington, D.C. 


Abstract: This is a management systems study of the courts 
with the purpose of determining the proper structure of the 
District Court system so that more efficient case processing, 
court organization, and scheduling will relieve the heavy 
backlog on the courts. This work should have wide application 
to court operations throughout the country and make a signifi- 
cant contribution to the solution of the long delays in trial 
and sentencing activities. 

Granted to: Committee on the Administration of Justice, 

Washington, D.C. (120,000) 


A Statistical Analysis of Public Defender Activities 


Abstract: The purpose of the research is to collect and analyze 
comparative statistical data on public offender and private 
attorneys, to assess the comparative effectiveness of public 
defender and private attorneys, in terms of the dispositions 
accorded their respective clients and to develop measures for 
assessing the consequences of type of defense attorney on the 
disposition of cases. 

Granted to: Ohio State University Research Foundation, 

Columbus (6,257) 


Corrections 


Development and Implementation of a Behavioral/Systems Approach to 
Prevention and Control of Delinquency and Crime 
Abstract: This study will analyze the effectiveness of our 
social institutions, education, welfare courts and corrections 
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in the control and treatment of delinquents. It is expected 
to provide an explanatory framework for social behavior and 
a program for the management of the general system. 
Granted to: George Washington University, Washington, 
D.C. (49,663) 


Decisonmaking, Correctional Alternatives and Recidivism 


Abstract: The proposal is concerned with doing research on 
the operation and results of legal and correctional systems. 
Specifically it will seek: (1) to construct indexes of cor- 
rectional program effectiveness; (2) to evaluate programs 

in terms of their ability to reduce delinquency rate; and 
(3) to achieve a better matching of types of offenders with 
type of correctional programs. 

Granted to: University of Southern California, 
Los Angeles (6,188) 


Evaluative Research of a Community-Based Crime Prevention Program 


Abstract: There are two general goals of the proposed re- 
search project: (1) evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
volunteer counselor program; and (2) development of predic- 
tive techniques to improve the efficiency of the total 
program. The program model is divided into five subareas: 
(1) selection, (2) matching, (3) training, (4) followup 
services, and (5) evaluation. The model attempts to specify 
decision within each subarea and to identify important 
variables which influence the decision making process. 
Granted to: University of Nebraska, Lincoln (6,557) 


Factors Influencing Reduction of Recidivism of Paroled Juveniles 


Abstract: The State of Colorado proposes to research the 
Interpersonal Trust theory to determine its validity, to 
develop tools for the measurement of Interpersonal Trust 
which could be used in any institution, and to determine 
some possible criteria upon which the development of staff 
selection, training and program development could be based. 
Granted to: State of Colorado, Department of 
Institutions, Fort Logan (4,990) 


The Impact of Community Correction Centers upon a Correctional System 


Abstract: This project is concerned with the impact of 

four recently established community correctional centers 
upon the correctional system of Vermont and its applicability 
in other parts of the Nation. It will investigate not 

only the effects of these centers upon the communi ty 

itself but also on the whole process of administering 
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criminal justice. A wide variety of information on this 
model program will be collected, analyzed, and evaluated 
in the course of this research effort. 
Granted to: Bowling Green State University, 
Bowling Green, Ohio (6,000) 


Law Enforcement & Criminal Justice Education Survey 


Abstract: This project undertakes to survey the needs, 
resources, and other facilities of professional education 
for law enforcement and corrections personnel; and to 
develop a coordinated plan to serve as a blueprint for 
such education in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and 
as a model for similar programs throughout the United 
States. 

Granted to: Governor's Public Safety Committee, 

Boston, Massachusetts (14,600) 


Model Community Corrections Program -- Phase II] 


Abstract: This continuation grant will provide second 
stage funds to construct a model community correctional 
program designed to interface with a typical county 
criminal justice system in providing disposition alter- 
natives for client control and treatment through commu- 
nity based programs evolved from planning activities 
conducted under a previous LEA Act grant. 

Granted to: Institute for the Study of Crime & 

Delinquency, Sacramento, California (101,914) 


Odyssey House Community Involvement Center: A Drug Rehabilitation 
Pilot Project 


Abstract: The aim of the Community Involvement Center (CIC) 
and the thrust of the grant application is to demonstrate 
that a voluntary drug rehabilitation agency which uses both 
professionals and ex-addicts as part of its therapeutic 
community can affect change in a heavy crime-drug area... 
that a planned, intensive program of education based on 
drug abuse prevention can hold back the tide on the in- 
creased use of drugs and involvement in crime... that a 
direct approach via local community associations and 
through individuals within a neighborhood coupled with a 
positive working relationship between a drug rehabilitation 
community, law enforcement agencies, public defenders, and 
other social agencies can lessen tensions and bring about 
a higher degree of law and order to a community. 

Granted to: Odyssey House, Inc., New York City (8,650) 
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Parole Demonstration Project -- A Coordinated Job Opportunity 
Program for Parolees 


Abstract: The purpose of the proposal is to finance a 
pilot project to meet the special employment and emotional 
Supportive needs of paroled offenders. The expected pro- 
jected potential of the project will show evidence that 
with much more productive job placement and emotional SUp- 
port, the parolee will have greater motivation for effec- 
tive social functioning. 

Granted to: Department of Correction, Hartford, 

Connecticut (5,000) 


Parole Supervision Study 


Abstract: The specific aim of the study is to determine if 
boys who are considered good parole risks can adjust as well 
on parole without supervision as would an equated group under 
Standard parole supervision. 
Granted to: Minnesota Department of Corrections, 
St. Paul (4,555) 


The Role of Industries in a Comprehensive Correctional Program 


Abstract: The objectives of this study are: (1) to tabu- 
late and analyze the current status of the correctional 
industries programs in seven midwest States; (2) to deter- 
mine the attitudes of State correctional administrators 
and members of the community power structure toward the 
role of industries and toward such new programs as halfway 
houses and work release; (3) to discuss, analyze and pub- 
lish the results. 

Granted to: University of Iowa, Iowa City, (60,676) 


A Rural Community Effort for Attacking Delinquency, Priority 
NO. 2601..10 


Abstract: The use of nonprofessionals (college students ) 
in the rehabilitation of Youth Authority parolees in a 
small community setting. It is believed that the exposure 
of "nonachievers" (parolees) to "achievers" (college students ) 
in a normal life setting would result in "nonachievers" 
acquiring social skills necessary to function nondelinquently 
in society. 

Granted to: Department of Youth Authority, State of 

California, Sacramento (6,540) 
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Youth Involvement Programs -- Inventory and Prospectus 


Abstract: The objective of the study is to establish cri- 
teria for the success or failure of youth involvement pro- 
grams. It aims to provide a basis for planning crime pre- 
vention programs by giving us a baseline evaluation of what 
has gone before. 
Granted to: New Transcentury Foundation, Inc., 
Washington, D.C. (87,695) 


Legal-Justice System 


Analysis of a Statewide Criminal Justice System 


Abstract: A study of the entire criminal justice system at 
the State level (Pennsylvania) is being done so that a clear 
understanding of the interrelationships among the elements 
of a State criminal justice system can be developed from a 
broad vantage point, and thereby detect and hopefully avoid 
bottlenecks and conflicts which occur within the elements 
of any system which must function together smoothly. The 
results of this study will be applicable with appropriate 
modifications to many other States and will furnish an impor- 
tant planning tool for allocating resources to obtain an 
effective state criminal justice system. 

Granted to: Carnegie-Mellon University, Pittsburg, 

Pennsylvania (50.141) 


Augmentation of Moral Judgment in the Adolescent Juvenile Delinquent 


Abstract: The research consists of investigating the effects 
of modeling behavior on the moral judgment of delinquents. 
The implications of this reserarch reside in its possible 
application to the treatment of juvenile delinquency. Findings 
will contribute further to the parameters of influence of 
social reinforcment theory in moral socialization of the 
child. The results will also provide further classification 
of the relationships between moral judgment and moral be- 
havior. 

Granted to: Travis County Juvenile Court, Austin, 

Texas (6,000) 


Evaluation of Occurrence of XYY Chromosome Condition in Man 


Abstract: The objective of this proposal is to evaluate 
all available information on chromosomal aberrations and 
their relevance to criminality. A report will be provided 
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to the Institute and recommendations will be made with 
regard to areas of inquiry where additional research would 
be most likely to yield valuable information. 
Granted to: National Research Council, Washington, 
Bbeda (25,000) 


Exercise Acorn -- Penetration of Legitimate Business Enterprise 
by Organized Crime 


Abstract: The project strives for basic information about 
the dimensions and magnitudes of criminal penetrations into 
legitimate business. The second area of study is the motive, 
form and techniques of criminal activity within legitimate 
business. 
Granted to: New York State Identification and Intelligence 
System, Albany (7,500) 


Fast Response Criminal Warning System 


Abstract: This project will attack two major alarm prob- 
lems; high operational costs of leased telephone lines, and 
the efficient handling of the annunciator or read out loud 
when a large number of alarms are involved. The first prob- 
lem is alleviated by using normal existing telephone circuit 
and the latter problem is alleviated by computer decoding of 
the alarm signal. 

Granted to: City of Louisville, Kentucky (125,000) 


Implications of Human Causal Factors in Serious Traffic Accidents 
for Improved Public Education and Accident Prevention Programs 


Abstract: The primary purpose of this study is the identifi- 
cation of human causal factors directly or indirectly leading 
to traffic accidents and the formulation of hypotheses re- 
garding the nature of this causality. Persons involved in 
near fatal accidents and the surviving occupants of vehicles 
involved in fatal accidents will be interviewed in depth. 
Granted to: University of Georgia, Athens (6,584.88) 


Manpower, the Administration of Criminal Justice, and New Recruitment 
Target Groups 
Abstract: The purpose of the study is to develop a central 
information source on the number, types, and caliber of 
personnel involved in the administration of criminal justice 
in Pennsylvania. The project will use the computed infor- 
mation and convert it into an action program to provide 
employment opportunities and training strategies in the various 


elements of the criminal justice system. 
Granted to: Pennsylvania State University, University 


Park (6,655) 
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Model State Criminal Justice System 


Abstract: The project for a model State criminal justice 
department will consist of a coordinated application of the 
results of the National Association of Attorneys General 
(NAAG) study on the Office of the Attorney General, de- 
vising means of implementing the specific recommendations 
which will be produced by the study on a contemporaneous 
basis in an effort to create a Model State Department of 
Criminal Justice. 

Granted to: Department of Law, Frankfort, Kentucky 

(5,000) 


Neighborhood Design Techniques for Crime Reduction 


Abstract: This study will examine the feasibility of de- 
veloping a system of physical planning principles for the 
reductio of crime in the residential and commercial zones 
of metropolitan areas with emphasis on the inner city. 
Granted to: Gerald Luedtke and Associates, Detroit, 
Michigan (6,585) 


Physical Environment and Urban Street Behavior 


Abstract: This pilot project will explore the impact of 
physical environment upon urban street behavior in a 
selected area of New York City. It is based upon the as- 
sumption that aspects of the physical environment can be 
structured in a manner which will channel the creative 
energies of young people and adults to constructive rather 
than criminal street behavior. Only a limited amount of 
research has been done in this area. 

Granted to: City University of New York (37,746) 


Regional Law Enforcement Assistance Program 


Abstract: This feasibility study relates to the problems 
of working among state, county, and local jurisdictions. 
This will help to clarify the political feasibility and 
the communication and data problems involved in making 
a statewide criminal justice system meaningful. 
Granted to: The Justice Foundation, Fayetteville, 
Arkansas (54,867) 


Research on the Ability of Social Systems to Maintain Equilibrium 


Granted to: Wsevolod W. Isajiw, University of Windsor 
(5,062) 


Mee, 


Research on Canadian Constitutional Law 


Granted to: John N. Lyon, McGill University, with 
Ronald G. Atkey (9,411) 


Research on the Development of a Computerized System for the 
Retrieval of Legal Information 


Granted to: Stephen Skelly, University of Manitoba 
(20,000) 


Research on European and Canadian Laws on Juvenile Delinquency 


Granted to: Tadeusz Grygier, University of Ottawa, 
L. Kos-Rabcewicz-Zubkowski, E. Binavince 
and J. Rico (11,600) 


Research on History of Common Law in Canada 
Granted to: R. J. Schoeck, University of Toronto, 
(55,250) 


Research on the Operation and Significance of the First 


Ombudsman Institution in Canada 


Granted to:Karl A. Friedman, University of Calgary, 
(6,004) 


Research on the Sociology of Belief and Prejudice 
Granted to: Martha S. Foschi, University of British 
Columbia (6,500) 


Research on the Supreme Court of Canada 


Granted to: Sidney Raymond Peck, York University, 
with G. E. LeDain and P. C. Weiler 
(55,844) 


Socio-Leaal Research on Public Reaction to Bill 16 (Quebec 1964) 


Granted to: Marcel Guy, Jacques Boucher, and Pierre 
Dandurant (9,500) 


Study of the Office of the State Attorney General 
Abstract: This study has to do with the function of the 
Office of the State Attorneys General, to analyze the 


120 


functions within their office in each state which are 
relevant to their effectiveness in State law enforce- 
ment and criminal justice activity. 
Granted to: National Association of Attorneys 
General (68,254) 


A Systems Analysis of Criminalistics Operations 


Abstract: This study will be a comprehensive systems 
analysis of the crime laboratory in law enforcement 
and criminal justice. Emphasis will be placed on quan- 
tifying the knowledge of present experts in criminal- 
istics so as to allow a structured approach to both 
enhance and multiply this expertise to the benefit of 
all areas of the country. The primary goal of the 
study is to recommend systems of criminalistics opera- 
tions that would meet cost/benefit criteria while 
serving the needs of local communities, regional areas 
and the nation. 

Granted to: Midwest Research Institute, Kansas 

City, Missouri (100,000) 
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eee ere eve FE KE EEE KE KEE KE KK RE RK KE KK KR Ee ERR ER HE KK KOR HE OK OK OK OE 
mere Pere GH HK SPS SSS SSS SAASSSPAEERGSLARAASBSASPASPR SESS ESE 
ALBERTA | 1962 | 1963 | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968 | 1969 | 
a eee ee CPO Greer te Se eS Sta SAR Ie ol BAS ts SO 24 BOS bs 2) See. Sagem eee 
PERSONS CHARGED 
CRIMINAL CODE 15250 16270 16431 16404 16794 17984 19592 21624 
FEDERAL STATUTE 3297 2697 4998 5344 4283 Zor 2604 3092 
PROV. STATUTES 22976 24402 27664 30592 34684 TT pee | 43015 41921 
MUNe BY-LAWS 1435 1173 948 1328 1815 1781 ivsS 1838 
RATE CHARGED 
CRIMINAL CODE 12857 12939 1-922 1-885 1-900 1.982 2-088 2 e226 
FEDERAL STATUTE 0-402 0-321 0-585 0-614 0.485 0.359 0-278 0-318 
PROVe STATUTES 2-799 2.907 Sieiaee 3-516 3.925 4-165 4-585 42316 
MUNe BY-LAWS 02175 02140 Oelll 0153 0.205 0-196 0-187 0.189 
NET CHANGE IN RATES FROM 1962 TO 1969 
CRIMINAL CODE 0.081 —0.016 —0-037 0-015 0-082 0-106 0-138 
FEDERAL STATUTE -—0.080 0-263 0.029 —02130 —0.126 —-0-081 0-041 
PROV. STATUTES 0.109 Ce 329 0e279 0.409 Dias . 0.419 i cue oo 


THE ABOVE MATERIAL 


WAS 


TAKEN 


FRCM TABLE II-E IN DeBeSe CATs 85-205 


AND CATALOGUES 91-202 €& S1-5S11 


* * * * * NUMBER 
* * € eK Ke KK KK 
ee eK KR KK K RK 
BRITISH COLUMBIA] 
eke kK KK RRR 


PERSONS CHARGED 


CRIMINAL CODE 


FEDERAL STATUTE 


PROVe STATUTES 


MUNe BY-LAWS 


RATE CHARGED 


CRIMINAL CODE 


FEDERAL STATUTE 


PROVe STATUTES 


MUNe BY-LAWS 


CRIMINAL CODE 


FEDERAL STATUTE 


PROVe STATUTES 


OF PERSONS AND RATE PER 1000 POPULATICN-15 TO 69-fEPORTED CHARGED * * * # * # 
x & *k* Ke KK KR KK KK KK KK KK KE KK K KK K KK K K KR K KK KK K KOK OK OK 
= wih eh ee — 9 eer = == Vin BE AW Rg —e ae 
1962 | 1963 | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 =| 1967 | 1968 | 1969 | 
_19136 20151 22297 237530 2s72e n22074— . 31754 = 32872_ 
@ SOAS S om & BOBS mim GOES mye ie SOC! See i ae etc Oy 
24 02e Bd804T= = s43447~ = 81082 “ 54100 - _47202— -- 9551 10271 
MCON Tee me ORS RROD S Snes Ce Te ert eee ee 
Pl s870~ ~ +169225 ~ =25060=) < heel 1S = a20l B5n & (20192 2046920458 
(00552 (02256 00247 nO. 2TAs = S0s20 Te = 02294 = 00312 00 381 
wBs265~ + 530629— = 440014—~ -40550" » 42602 368220474300 768 
(06591 00663 (06647 = 0-566 02599 00465 00637 02505 _ 
ES AF ROM BOGE AT Os E969 5 ty ey De ae ee i ee 
© 2 & £00525 mn Onl 2B ieee ee. CORE H0002%0% = 020045 206277 | O14 
© = = = 705296% ~ 000094 5 00 2Be = 060256. —0+004 = 04018 = 04070 
00364 04385 04542 04046-04779 = 32080 0025 


MUN. BY-LAWS 


THE ABOVE MATERIAL 


WAS 


TAKEN 


CATe 


85-205 AND CATALOGUES 91-202 € 91-511 


* * * © * * NUMBER OF PERSONS AND RATE PER 1000 POPULATION-15 TO 69-REPORTED CHARGED * * * * & * 
eS ES RENE SET KEE EOE SVAN SRM EER ENE KOR) eR AMEE. 26x SH Reale KibeMaaue kk & we & 
ees a Se Se ee RE TCC EP RE HER RSD Ee See 2 2 4 as eee 
*YUKON AND NeWeoTeo | 1962 =| 1963 | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968 | 1969 | 
Cee eee eK Se a) a a ES oe SOREN aes ei. i eee. SS eee 
PERSONS CHARGED 
CRIMINAL CODE 1066 1088 755 964 1325 1577 1669 1941 
FEDERAL STATUTE 923 245 143 166 862 Neleez/ 967 1013 
PROVe STATUTES 2851 3316 3135 3459 3672 3350 3256 3108 
MUN. BY-LAWS 38 13 108 aii 11 31 9 3 
RATE CHARGED 
CRIMINAL CODE 42498 4.533 3-094 4.102 5 0386 6.283 6.346 7270 
FEDERAL STATUTE 3-895 1.021 0-586 0.706 3-504 52486. 32677 3-794 
PROV. STATUTES 12-030 13-817 12-848 14.719 14.927 132347 12.2380 11640 
MUN. BY-LAWS 0.160 0.054 0.443 0.132 0.045 0.124 0.034 0-011 
NET CHANGE IN RATES FROM 1962 TO 1969 
CRIMINAL CODE 0.035 -1-439 1.008 1.284 02897 0.063 0-924 
FEDERAL STATUTE —2e874 -—0.435 02120 20798 1-982 —1-.809 0117 
PROV. STATUTES 1787 -0.968 1.871 0-208 -1-580 —0.966 -0-740 
MUN. BY-LAWS —0.106 0-388 —-0.311 SUEY 0.079 aR 70.023 


THE ABOVE MATERIAL WAS TAKEN FRCM TABLE II-E IN DeBeSe CATe 85-205 ANO CATALOGUES 91-202 € S1-511 


e te eH 


* * * &* & NUMBER OF PERSONS AND RATE PER 1000 POPULATICON-15 TO 69-REPORTED CHARGED * * * * * * 
*- * kK K€ eK & K KK K KR K KK KK KK KK KK KK K KK KK KK K KK KK KK KK KH KE K KK K KK FK 
* * e € *€ KK K€ - - - - - H- KH H- He H- He - H- HH KF KH KH YEAR HS HF He He ee Kerr rrr re rr 

CANADA | 1962 =| 1963 | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 ‘| 1968 | 1969 | 

*% eR KK K KK - - H- HK He He Ke Ke Ke ee Ke eer ee ee eK Ke Kr KK Kr eH KH rrr rr rH rH Kr 
PERSONS CHARGED 

CRIMINAL CODE 146151 156787 173973 170855 182568 195343 218354 238829 

FEDERAL STATUTE 2384S 20074 23162 22463 27562 27943 31913 37916 

PROVe STATUTES 180520 213767 223488 249239 264843 275567 254823 26¢995 

MUNe BY-LAWS 40806 53917 33957 41437 46006 49972 52626 47357 
RATE CHARGED 

CRIMINAL CODE 1.288 1.6355 1.471 16412 1.470 1.528 1.663 Werr ds} 

FEDERAL STATUTE 0.210 0.174 0.196 0.186 0222 0.219 0.243 0.281 

PROVe STATUTES 1.591 1.848 1.890 2-060 22133 22156 1.941 12937 

MUNe BY-LAWS 0-360 02466 0-287 0.342 0.371 0.391 0.401 0.352 

NET CHANGE IN RATES FROM 1962 TO 1969 

CRIMINAL CODE 0.068 0.116 -0.059 0-059 0.058 02135 0.110 

FEDERAL STATUTE -0.037 0-022 -0.010 0-036 -0-003 0.024 0.038 

PROVe STATUTES 02257 0-042 0.170 0.073 0.023 -02215 —-0-004 

MUNe BY-LAWS 


THE ABOVE MATERTAL 


WAS 


TAKEN FRCM TABLE II-E IN DeBeSe 


CAT 


85-205 AND CATALOGUES 91-202 & G1-511 


AGAINST THE PERSON 


141 100.000 
130 92.199 
10 72092 


116 100.000 


130 
119 
10 


100.000 
91.538 
70692 


100-000 


83 100.000 
75 90.361 
6 72229 


73 100-000 


100.000 
87-500 
3-750 


100.000 


106 91.379 
15 14.151 
10 92434 
41 38-679 
40 372736 


92.857 


S769 
14.423 
642423 
15-385 


6S 89.041 

1 1-538 
11 16.923 
3 966923 
14 214-538 


916304 


15-873 
62349 
442.444 


510 100.000 
S01 98-235 
] 1.765 


261 100.000 


100-000 
99.266 
0.733 


100-000 


398 100.000 
386 96.985 
12 32015 


227 100-000 


100.000 
98.392 
1-608 


100.000 


OFFENCES -------- 
CHARGES 149 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 135 90.604 
ACQUITTALS 14 9.396 

PERSONS -------- 
CHARGES 125 100.000 
CONVICTED 113 90.400 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 10 8.850 
PROBATION 11 9.735 
FINE 57 50.442 
INSTITUTION 35 30.973 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 

OFFENCES -------- 
CHARGES 420 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 410 97.619 
ACQUITTALS Se Sl AS 

PERSONS -------- 
CHARGES 281 100.000 
CONVICTED 275 97.865 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 18 6.545 
PROBATION 48 172455 
FINE 14 $2091 
INSTITUTION 195 70.909 


255.) Oe OT 
31 12.157 
39 152294 

8 32137 

177 6942412 


224 98.678 
28 12.500 
56 25-000 
10 4.464 

130 58-036 


972268 


14.045 
6-742 
2-809 

762404 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 


787 1€0.000 
7E4 97-077 
23 22922 


427 1C0.000 


709 
671 


100.000 


672 100-000 
656 97.619 
16 22381 


397 100-000 


100-000 
98.250 
1.750 


100.000 


OFFENCES ---- -- 
CHARGES 753 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 713 94.688 
ACQUITTALS 40 5.312 

PERSONS a 
CHARGES 441 100.000 
CONVICTED 422 954692 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 67 15-877 
PROBATION 110 26.066 
FINE 162 38.389 
INSTITUTION B3 19-668 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 


OFFENCES he ES Ea Ga Ge 
CHARGES 54 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 49 90-741 
ACQUITTALS 5S 92259 

PERSONS Se a 
CHARGES 44 100-000 
CONVICTED 40 90.909 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 7 17-500 
PROBATION 8 20-000 
FINE 13 32-500 
INSTITUTION 12 30-000 
** * & * & * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 


415 $7-190 
47 11.325 
105 25-2301 
179 43.2133 
84 204-241 
53 100.000 
53 100.000 
10) 0.0 


32 100-000 


94-670 


72507 
30-831 
42.091 
19.571 


100.000 
87-500 
12-500 


92524 
14.286 
23.810 
52.381 


386 974229 
26 6736 
123 31.865 
162 414-969 
Té\o} 19-430 


26 100-000 
26 100-000 
te) 0-0 


23 100-000 


23 100-000 


2 8-696 
4 174391 
11 47.826 
6 26-087 


AND 13 IN 0-BeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe 


100 100-000 
94 94.000 
a 22000 
88 100-000 
B2 93.6182 
10 12.195 
12 14.634 
36 434902 
24 294268 
375 100-000 
375 100-000 
0 0.0 
225 100.000 
225 100-000 
23 10.222 
62 27-2556 
17 72556 
123 54.667 
742 100-000 
733 98.787 
3 0-404 
394 100.000 
390 98.985 
s9 152128 
112 (28.718 
151 38-718 
68 17-436 
37 100.000 
37 100.000 
ie) 0.0 
30 100-000 
30 100-000 
3 10.000 
12 40.000 
% 232333 
8 262667 


68 100.000 80 
64 94.118 70 
i 16471 3 
62 100.000 69 
58 934548 63 
5 8-621 10 

5 8.621 4 
35 602345 28 
130 226414 21 
317 100-000 311 
312 984423 306 
3 02946 Ss 
178 100.000 183 
173 G72191 178 
16 92249 25 
30 17.2341 12 
11 6-358 3) 
116 67.2052 136 
338 100.000 800 
337 992704 786 
1 0-296 14 
234 100-000 347 
234 100.000 343 
47 20-085 55 
33 14.103 26 
8S 3646325 138 
69 294487 124 
34 100-000 53 
34 100-000 S1 
i¢) 0.0 (0) 
29 100.000 33 
29 100.000 31 
5 17-241 9 

7 24.138 4 
12 41-379 4 
S 172241 14 


98.847 


16-035 

72580 
40-2233 
362152 


100-000 
964226 
0-0 


100-000 


29-032 
12.903 
12-903 
45.161 


iq ‘f - : 3 : : 2 : : . ag Ek ga es PUNTSHABLE ON ITNDICTABLE CONVICTIONS CY NATURE OF OFFENCE *# * #& & 4 OH wR KK & 
ee ee eK eK KK XK 

Rt eee we Ce eg eS ee a et Be a eee a 

4 ; Ss * : ee: ae Ce ON tee LO a af ae) Genet aU! tthe an mem ner, © More Wee me oe, 

ka ee a E CENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT |NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | 


CATALOGUES 91-202 ANO 91-511 © * *# © *& & & & 


s*e* * ee Se HK HK 
_ + eee KK KK K 
**e* © @e# &eK E&EKK KE - - 
* * NEWF OUNDOL AND * | i 9 
** &€ k&€ ee KK KK Ke 
* * * © & * *& ® *% *&*& ee K- - 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 


6 


2 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


1 9 


6 


x Ht est 


9 


6 


4 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


100.000 


Ni 


1 


E& 
9 


A 


CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * 
ee € eK KK eK eK eK KK He KK KH KK KK KK KK K KK 


ee eK eK K HK KK KK HK K 


9 


R 
6 


5 leet 


9 


6 


(See ifm es 


* 
* 


6 


* * 
* 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


100.000 


* 
* 
| 


* 
* 


y 8 


e+ 
** 


* 
* 


8 


* 
* 


* # 
+ * 


100-000 
100-000 
0.0 


19231 

30-769 
0.0 

50.000 


100-000 


8.696 
26.087 
8.696 
56eS22 


12 100.000 


33-333 

16.667 
0-0 

50.000 


100.000 


17647 
5-882 
5-882 

70-588 


100.000 
90.698 
6.977 


100-000 


100-000 
94.737 
52263 


100.000 


100-000 
96-429 
3-571 


100-000 


100-000 
97-500 
2-500 


100.000 


86.207 


4.000 
12.2000 
48.000 
36-000 


97-826 


ETT 
24.444 
37.778 
26-667 


12-000 

8-000 
60-000 
20-000 


96-970 


9-375 
62250 
50.000 
34.375 


10C.000 
71.429 
28-571 


100.000 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


100.000 


100.000 
100.000 
0-0 


100.000 


50.000 
0.0 

50-000 
020 


100-000 


40-000 
0-0 

60.000 
0.0 


100.000 


50-000 


100.000 
94.956 
4.909 


100.000 


95-962 


1 
1 


100-000 
98-630 
0.747 


100.000 


1346 
1314 
2a 


97-623 


OFFENCES = =a = 
CHARGES 61 
CONVINCTIONS 61 
ACQUITTALS 0 

PERSONS => “= 
CHARGES 26 
CONVICTED 26 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 5 
PROBATION 8 
FINE i?) 
INSTITUTION us 
oTRERD—— CRIMINAL CODE 

OFFENCES 5 SP 
CHARGES 43 
CONVINCTIONS 39 
ACQUITTALS 3 

PERSONS 3 == 
CHARGES 29 
CONVICTED 25 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 1 
PROBATION 3 
FINE 12 
INSTITUTION 9 
FEDERAL STATUTES 

OFFENCES Sd et aed Pi 
CHARGES f 
CONVINCTIONS cS} 
ACQUITTALS a 

PERSONS Sy Se = 
CHARGES 5 
CONVICTED 4 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION ce 
PROBATION Oo 
FINE 2 
INSTITUTION 0 
CHARGES 

OFFENCES Fe em 
CHARGES 1487 
CONVINCT IONS 1412 
ACQUITTALS TAs! 

PERSONS SS 
CHARGES 951 
CONVICTEO 905 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 110 
PROBATION 188 
FINE 260 
INSTITUTION 347 


12.6155 
20.773 
2€.729 
38 2-343 


123 100.000 119 
123 100.000 119 
0 0.0 Oo 
23 100.000 23 
23 100-000 23 
2 8-696 2 

4 172391 6 

0 0.0 2 
BT BAGS 6.913 13 
65 100.000 Siz 
é1 93-846 54 
4 62154 3 
41 100.000 46 
39 952122 4s 
2 5-128 5 

8 202513 11 
15 38-462 17 
14 35-897 12 
2 100.000 5 

2 100.000 bs) 

te) 0.0 ie) 

2 100-000 S 

2 100-000 Ss 

1 50.000 2 

le) 0-0 ie} 

1 50.000 3 

te) 0.0 ce) 
1681 100.000 1461 
1634 97.2204 1402 
46 22736 58 
902 100.000 859 
872 96-674 825 
106 126156 63 
174 19-954 237 
247 284326 257 
345 394564 268 


7-636 
28-727 
31.2152 
32-485 


81 100.000 53 100.000 18 
81 100.000 53 100.000 18 
ce) 0-0 to} 0.0 ie) 
18 100.000 19 100-000 12 
18 100.000 19 100.000 
19) 0.0 3 15-789 4 
6 334333 Sigi26<6316 2 
ce) 0.0 ie} 0-0 i?) 
12 66.667 11 57-895 6 
61 100.000 55 100.000 28. 
58 95-082 54 984182 ar 
3 4-918 £0) 0.0 1 
46 100.000 38 100-000 26 
45 972826 37 97-368 25 
2 40444 2 5-405 3 
11 246444 4 10.811 2 
16 354556 17 =—452-946 us 
16 35-556 14 37-838 tS) 
0 0-0 1 100.000 ie} 
(0) 0.0 1 100.000 fe) 
te} 0.0 0 0-0 i?) 
fe) 0.0 1 100-000 co) 
0 0.0 1 100-000 fe) 
0 0-0 ie} 0.0 ie) 
ie) 0.0 Oo 0.0 Oo 
to} 0.0 1 100-2000 0 
0 0-0 0 0.0 te) 
321 100.000 1363 100.000 803 
282 97.048 1347 984826 792 
Sf 2e801 bo) 0.367 6 
784 100-000 79S 100.000 s4l 
Tél 972066 784 98.616 $31 
59 72753 100 12-755 80 
2th 2iet27 207 264403 79 
236 31.012 229), 29-209 158 
253 33-246 248 31.633 214 


15-066 
14.878 
29.755 
40-301 


97.368 


15-916 

7e357 
28.979 
47.748 


* © * * * * * DATA TAKEN FROM 


TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeB-.S-e CATALOGUES 91-202 ANO 91-511 * * © & *& & & - 
“ 


| NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER|PERCENT |NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 


te 


a ae 
i 


i 


AGAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 
CHARGES 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


100.000 


100.000 
106.000 


100.000 
81.818 
9-091 


100-2000 


27 100.000 
23 865.185 
4 14.815 


25 100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


100.000 


100.000 
80.000 
20-000 


100.000 


100.000 
81.250 
18.750 


100.000 


100.000 
95-918 
4.082 


100-000 


21 84-000 
0 0.0 

4 19.048 
13 61-905 
4 19-048 


47 100.000 
45 954745 
2 4.255 


34 100.000 
31 912176 
2 5.882 
29 100-000 
27 934103 
2 7e407 
1 3-704 
23 85-185 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


66 
62 


0.0 


100.000 
936939 
6-061 


100.000 


0.0 


94-872 


272027 
10-811 

2-703 
59-459 


22 91.667 
1 4.545 
4 18.182 
3 132636 

14 63-636 


100.000 
100.000 
0-0 


100-000 


85 100.000 
83 97-647 
me 22353 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


210277 
22128 
29-787 


244324 
0.0 

48.649 

272027 


55 96-491 
T 12727 
2 3-636 

28 50.909 

18 32.727 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


ie} 
ie} 
°o 


(0) 


0.0 
0-0 
0.0 


0-0 


100-000 
100.000 
0.0 


100-000 


8 100-000 
7 «87-2500 
1 12.500 


6 100.000 


51 100.000 
47 92.2157 
4 72843 
37 100.000 
37 100.000 
7 18.919 
9 24.324 
to) 0.0 
21 56.757 
69 100.000 
68 98.551 
1 1.449 
57 100.000 
56 98.246 
5 8.929 
9 16-07F 
31 55.357 
11 19.643 
25 100.000 
25 100.000 
C0) 0.0 
22 100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


S 100.000 3 
S 100.000 = 
° 0.0 be) 
S 160.000 | 
S 100.000 3 
1 20-000 10) 
10) 0.0 1 
2 40.000 1 
2 40.000 1 
10 100.000 16 
8 80.000 13 
2 20-000 =! 
9 100.000 16 
7 $% e778 13 
i?) 0-0 4 
Le) 0-0 2 
ie} 0.0 0 
7 100-000 Tv 
61 100-000 29 
59 96-721 29 
2 3.279 t4) 
47 100.000 25 
46 S$7.872 25 
19 41.304 2 
0 0.0 = | 
8 17-391 10 
19 412304 10 
ie) 0.0 0 
0 0.0 oO 
ie} 0.0 c) 
(9) 0.0 i?) 
to) 0-0 ie) 
oO 0.0 0 
0 020 0 
i?) 0.0 10) 
0 0-0 0 


36 100.000 11 
34 94.444 9 
2 5-556 1 
36 100.000 9 
34 94.444 9 
2 5-882 2 
0 0.0 (0) 
21 61.765 Z 
1 6326353 fo) 
42 100-000 49 
42 100.000 AT 
Co) 0.0 2 
37 100.000 39 
37 100.000 37 
9 24.324 10 
7 182919 4 
2 5-405 1 
19 51-351 22 
101 100.000 53 
98 97-030 52 
3 23970 1 
85 100-000 38 
22 966471 37 
12 146634 9 
3 3.659 Co) 
48 58.537 18 
19 236171 10 
6 100.000 8 
6 100-000 8 
te) 0.0 Co) 
6 100.000 5 
6 100.000 5 
(0) 0.0 ° 
1 16.6667 1 
4 66-667 4 
1 16.667 (0) 


100.000 


S 834333 


22 100-000 


1 4.545 
3 13.636 
10 45-2455 
8 36.364 


P*e ee & + £ & * & * CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * & &@*# HO e& eee eK Ft 
pee eee ee eee eee eee ee ee ee eee eee ee ee eee ee eee eR EHEC HO HE 
Oe aS SS I ae re ae ee ee ee ey ee ee i ee oe Se ee = 
RRUNCESEDWARDE Lae g! gy 9 16 2 sl @ 9 6 8 Wg 8 6 «WT wos 6 Ss Iisa s 6 6 ul A 9 617 5 leet we? a6ecee I 
Fe eee eRe HK eK & | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT] 
ree Sok ee ee we Se Ree g— g— |e es eKe er Kreg wew\]| eke Ke eye eM eB ewe ewe es 


tk * * & © * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-511 * #@ # * & & @ & 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 


100.000 
924-857 
72143 


100.000 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


100.000 
100-000 
0.0 


4 100.000 
4 100.000 
ce) 0-0 


2 100.000 


« * ® & OR & & & & KR * CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * *# * # & # # * * * 
ee ee ee Oe we Oe we Oe ee em ee ee ee Se ae ae ee ae eee Se ee ee ee Fe ee ee ee 2 
ee ee Se ee Oe BS SS eS ee SS ee St ee = Y LE OAR SS ee SS SS SS SS Se Se ee ee eee 
“I &PRINCEMEDWARDIAI «| #7) Bt 19 c6. fe, 4) 9) VOuMe etal samo Ge elt) 9016) 6S. al 1 9 6. f6/4] 4 fo Cae 9 $.61he 

ek ek KK KK eK KK | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 
= et eee oe ee ee ea = eS NS eS eS ee Se Se SS eS SS SS = = SS Se eS SS 2S SS SS SS SS a eee 


100-000 
100.000 
0.0 


20-000 


100.000 


16-667 
332333 


3 100.000 
3 100-000 
0 0.0 
3 100.000 
3 100.000 
1 332333 
0 0.0 
te} 0-0 
2 664667 


100.000 


0-0 

0.0 

0.0 
100-000 


2 100-000 


0-0 

0.0 
50-000 
50.000 


100-000 


50-000 
50-000 
0.0 


100.000 
190.000 
0.0 


100-000 


0.0 


100-000 


18 100.000 
18 100.000 
Oo 0.0 


16 100.000 


100.000 
912304 
0.0 


100-000 


24 100.000 
24 100.000 
0 0.0 


14 100.000 


100-000 


0.0 

0.0 

0-0 
100.000 


100.000 


0.0 

0.0 

0.0 
100-000 


13.2333 


14 100.000 


0-0 
0-0 


58.333 | 


41.667 


ie} 0-0 

1 72143 
4 28.571 
9 644286 
1 100-000 
1 100-000 
£0) 0.0 


16 100.000 
1 62250 
0 0.0 

12 752000 
3 18.750 
10) 0.0 
te) 0.0 
Oo 0.0 
Oo 0-0 
te) 0.0 
0 0-0 
(0) 0.0 
0 0-0 
c 0-0 


0.0 


206 100-2000 
201 97-573 
Ss 20427 


183 100-000 


196 100.000 
187 954408 
9 4.592 


129 100.000 


94.836 


12 1€0.000 8 
12 100.000 8 
10) 0.0 ie) 
4 100-000 6 
4 100-000 6 
2 50-000 1 
1?) 0-0 2 
0) 0.0 10) 
2 50.000 3 
2 100.000 1 
2 100.000 1 
ie) 0.0 10) 
2 100-000 1 
2 100.000 1 
0 0-20 Oo 
ie} 0.0 oO 
ie) 0.0 is) 
2 100.000 1 
te) 0.0 0 
ie) 0.0 oO 
0 0.0 Le} 
0 0-0 te} 
ie} 0.0 te) 
0 0-0 1°} 
0 0.0 {0} 
10} 0-0 0 
0 0-0 c0) 
90 100.000 Sit 
26 95-556 54 
4 42444 3 
67 100-000 bop | 
€4 $5522 48 
22 34.2375 7 
10) 0-0 8 
10 15-625 11 
32 50.000 22 


14.2583 
16.667 
22.917 
45-833 


178 974268 
2s 14.045 
11 6.180 
@7 48.876 
55 30.899 


27.103 

5-607 
29-907 
372383 


120 934023 

8 60667 
11 92167 
49 40.833 
S2 43.33 


10.256 
14.744 


45-513 


292487 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 14 
CONVINCTIONS 13 
ACQUITTALS 1 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 6 
CONVICTED 5 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 2 
PROBATION 1 
FINE ty) 
INSTITUTION 2 
OTHER —- CRIMINAL CODE 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 3 
CONVINCTIONS 3 
ACQUITTALS h) 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 3 
CONVICTED 3 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION to) 
PROBATION 0) 
FINE 0 
INSTITUTION 3 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 0) 
CONVINCTIONS 0) 
ACQUITTALS 0 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES re) 
CONVICTED 0 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION () 
PROBATION ) 
FINE ) 
INSTITUTION 0) 
CHARGES 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 107 
CONVINCTIONS 99 
ACQUITTALS 8 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 81 
CONVICTED 75 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 17 
PROBATION 2 
FINE 18 
INSTITUTION 38 
* * * & & * * DATA TAKEN FROM 


TABLES 8 


ree eK kK KH K 
rr ee Ke KK eK EK 
eek eK eK KK + 
r NOVA SCOTIA 
ce ke HK RK KF 
mek € kk te e & 


\GAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 
CHARGES 


ns eH 
e+ et Hh te He 


* 


CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CONVICTIOAS BY NATURE GF OFFENCE # * * # 
*e¢ ee ee KR KEE Ke THEE KL KE AK EK KKK eK RE KKK KEE KEK 
pe eS ae a eae ae ee ae ie Get  \ - iee  y cy Ss  S Sh ai 
| eh ek = ek | Mt dale 29 Oley Sk lide eee Oe nS wll malin it cn AS ae alae DeaGn as lite. OF S ov, 


[NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT |NUM 


10¢€.000 
82.116 
16.373 


100-000 


100.000 
822432 
16-2216 


100-000 


457 100-000 
386 842464 
71 15.536 


398 100.000 


* 
* 


+ * 
* 


* 
* 


| oe) 


531 
463 
6S 


* 
* 


8 


& 
* 


ee 
Saad 


BER| PERCENT | 


100-000 
872194 
12-241 


100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATIO 
FINE 
INSTITUTIO 


N 


N 


334 83.920 
31 9-281 
33 9.880 

178 53293 
92 274545 


5263 
12.2030 
49.373 
332333 


\GAINST PROPERTY WITH VIGLENCE 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


100.000 
91-750 
72847 


100.000 


474 100-000 
434 91.561 
39 82228 


307 100.000 


100.000 
90-397 
92395 


100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATION 


F INE 
INSTITUTIO 


N 


93.433 


14.058 
17.572 
22236 
66-134 


90-462 


11.565 
28-912 

22381 
S72143 


282 91.857 
36 12-2766 
93 32-979 
10 32546 

143 50.709 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


100-000 
27-850 
11-801 


100.000 


1 


1092 100.000 
981 89.835 
111 10.165 


792 100.000 


1073 
985 
88 


100.000 
91.799 
8.201 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATIO 
FINE 
INSTITUTIO 


N 


N 


91-707 


122101 
22207 
322447 
332245 


719 90.783 

78 10.848 
169 23.505 
205 28-4512 
267. 370135 


92.848 


62136 
312462 
35-640 
26-762 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


100.000 
792730 
20.270 


100-000 


100.000 
86-111 
13-889 


100.000 


93 100.000 
80 86.021 
12 122903 


60 100-000 


100.000 
83-2146 
16-854 


100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATION 


FINE 
INSTITUTIO 


.* * * & * * DATA TAKEN 


N 


402 100.000 35S 100.000 397 
212 77-612 Sef 83.797 326 
8S 214144 63 15-949 65 
358 100.000 338 100.000 344 
283  79\.'050 290 85.799 291 
23 82127 26 8.966 18 
19 62714 23 72931 27 
147 51.943 146 S0.345 147 
94 334216 95 32-759 99 
528 100.000 S80 100.000 ss9 
496 93.939 S33. 91.897 515 
31 5-871 43 7e414 44 
323 100.000 384 100.000 335 
304 94.118 Shou 91-406 313 
39 12-829 44 12-536 44 
73 242013 104 29-630 55 
0 0-0 3 0.855 7 
192 634158 200 S6.980 207 
1000 100.000 1104 100.000 1144 
903 90-300 1016 92.029 1005 
97 9-700 88 7.971 135 
700 100.000 784 100-000 776 
630 90-000 711 90.689 690 
85 13-492 10S 14-4768 82 
172) 272302 173. 24.332 160 
168 26-€67 192 27-004 213 
205 324540 241 33-896 235 
69 100.000 $2 100.000 74 
SS 794710 80 86.957 s9 
14 20.290 12) 13-043 15 
48 100.000 6S 100.000 60 
38 792167 60 86.957 48 
9 234-684 11 18.333 11 

9 23-684 16 26-6667 7 
10 26.316 17) 4 =282333 16 
10 262316 16 264667 14 

FROM TABLES 8 ANDO 13 IN DeBeSe 


Ad aE UY 
14.583 


CATALOGUE 85-201 AND 0+BeS- 


404 100.000 444 
332 82.178 366 
67 16-584 ice 
367 10C€.000 383 
303 82.561 322 
10 32300 32 
25 8.2251 25 
163 S3.795 149 
104 344323 116 
S16 100-000 497 
478 924636 456 
36 66977 39 
305 100.000 325 
276 $0492 294 
21 72609 34 
SS 344420 85 
5 1.812 7 
15S 56-159 168 
090 100.2000 1099 
989 90.734 1006 
101 9.266 91 
718 100.000 820 
655 9le226 752 
68 102382 ot 
193 292466 167 
197 30.076 244 
197 30.076 250 
7C 100-000 he 
65 92.857 62 
Ss 72143 10 
53 100.000 ss 
op | 964226 49 
6 11-765 5 
19 37.2255 10 
10 19.608 19 
16 312373 1s 


84.483 


10.204 


S2 86-667 
s 9-615 
10 19.231 
19 36.538 
16 34.615 


4.839 
37-097 
37-097 
20.968 


CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-511 * © *& *# & & & & 


«8 8 ee & & RO & & & CONVICTICNS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * *# # * # * # Fe eS 
ee eee eee Ok ee HEHEHE KHL HEHEHE HULU ]!MhMUhH!MhMUhHChUhHMhMUhHMhMUhHK HK HE HK HK KF ee eee eK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KEK EK 
S £6. Sek oe eR O18 8 2 SS Se Se Se SSS] Sle s Hye ee = = = NY CESAR = ee I eS oe a ae eae 
* * NOVA SCOTIA raf eet cee ae ee Ce ll oe Ce Se GY 1. 25 9)1%64-6u5 | obec 9 Ou Teel egies? gone 
see ek Oe eH He KK | NUMBER | PERCENT| NUMBER] PERCENT |NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT |NUMBER| PERCENT |NUMBER | PERCENT] 
Se CR ae eR et a ee Ne me me ae med rey mere ee ee eg ee ger ene ee gee a SR a 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 


OFFENCES a noe elevates 292s sie e 2S So) Se 2 5 ee ee "Sn — re 
Biaces 63 100.000 55 100.000 55 100.000 326 100-000 68 100.000 S52 100-000 43 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 61 96.825 55 100-000 53 96-364 324 959.386 62 91.176 45 86.538 38 88.372 
ACQUITTALS 2 32175 Oo Ont 2 32636 2 WMxaie) 6 84824 7 132462 5 11628 

PERSONS af2 2 = Sa SR. Ce eee A ee ER ee ee 0 ee ee 
CHARGES 23 100.000 26 100.000 31 100.000 62 100.000 22 100-000 31 100.000 28 100.000 
CONVICTED 23 100-000 26 100-000 29 93.548 62 10C.000 21 952455 28 904-323 27 964429 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 4 170391 Sue S38 1 32448 SunLsT06s 1 4.762 4 144286 2 | 7e40m 
PROBATION Aue eao1 8 30.769 S 172241 8 124903 5 23.4810 5 “17.857 8 292630 
FINE OY Moe i -OAw 0 020 9 146516 2 92524 2 arenes 1 3-704 
INSTITUTION 15 656217 15 57.692 23. 792310 40 64.516 13. 61-905 17 60-714 16 59.259 

OTHER -- CRIMINAL CODE 

OFFENCES lo ee BS oe Se oe 5 Se) Se SS eee a a re 
CHARGES 128 100.000 112 100.000 139 100.000 139 100-000 117 100-000 137 100-000 105 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 112 872500 103 91.964 127 91367 116 830453 103 88.034 121 88.321 95 90.476 
ACQUITTALS 16 12.500 9 8.036 11 72914 22 15-827 14 soos 15 10-949 10 9.524 

PERSONS WG 5 See ts Sa e782 es 2 eS ee ee ee 
CHARGES 85 100-000 79 100.000 109 100.000 114 100.000 85 100.000 109 100.000 79 100.000 
CONVICTED 74 872059 74 932671 98 989.908 93 81.579 78 91.765 101 92-661 72 912139 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 2 26703 Boss 14 14.286 6 Sane 8 106256 7 6.2931 4 5-556 
PROBATION 9 120162 4 5405 14 14.286  Gidtsrae 6 7.692 9 “iscott 14 196444 
FINE 32 43-243 24 22.432 El  Shioeie! 42 45-161 31 39.744 34 33.663 26 366111 
INSTITUTION 31 41.892 38 51.351 39 39.796 eye cikls 33 42.308 S1 50.495 28 38.889 

FEDERAL STATUTES 

OFFENCES ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ts Bee 
CHARGES 2 100-000 8 100.000 1 100-000 7 100.000 1 100.000 ae ORE 21 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 1 50.000 8 100-000 1 100-000 G ase7i4 1 100.000 0 0-20 13. 61-905 
ACQUITTALS 1 50.000 0) "ocd oe Goel 1 14.286. 0 (020 0 020 8 38.095 

PERSONS abita = SRS PS 2 AWS a 2 ae ee ee ee ee a eee 
CHARGES 2 100.000 4 100.000 1 100.000 6 100.000 1 100-000 0 0.20 20 100.000 
CONVICTED 1 50.000 4 100-000 1 100-000 6 100.000 1 100.000 0 060 12 60.000 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 0 0-0 ® ae 1 100.000 1 16-667 0 060 Ay te 2 166667 
PROBATION ye. GAG) 50) Wal O OKO 0 060 0 020 5 41.667 
FINE 0) anG 2 50.000 Oneeono YO 0 020 0 NOTO 4 8.333 
INSTITUTION 1 100.000 2 50-000 Oot 5 83.333 1 100-000 Onno 4.336338 
CHARGES Ot te eae Til pie lel pe me SD | hem eel gia =~ im ahaa Ati ee aeae enn rn aE 

OFFENCES SS sfe = Sale = = SS) See Se Sh en ee 
CHARGES 2192 100.000 2346 100.000 2369 100.000 2552 100-000 2298 100.000 2305 100-000 2341 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 1940 88-504 2126 90.622 2086 88.054 2310 $0517 2056 892469 2047 88.807 2101 890748 
ACQUITTALS 246 11.223 215 9165 272 11.482 234 CTS 232 10.096 255 11.063 236 10.081 

PERSONS NE) == SRS RK St = RRS Re eS ta) ey SR es ee es ee ee a ee ee 

___ CHARGES 1539 100-000 1684 100-000 1656 100.000 1625 100-000 1694 100.000 1697 100-000 1836 100.000 
CONVICTED 1353 876914 1516 90.024 1470 88.768 1446 88.985 1517 89.551 1516 894334 1652 89.978 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED : 
NO PROBATION 162 11.673 197 12.995 fan traeGee 116 86022 Lr tore 161 10.620 91 5.508 — 
PROBATION 286 214138 328 21.636 268 18.231 349 24.136 298 19.644 319 21.042 481 292116 ~ 
F INE 357 264386 384 25.330 414 28.163 426 29.461 452 29.796 448 29.551 526 31-840 _ 
INSTITUTION 548 40.503 607 402040 617 41.973 554 38.313 596 39.288 588 38.786 554 33.535 


* * &* € * *€ *€ DATA TAKEN FROM 


TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe 


CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe 


CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-S11 * * * * & & * 


een non 


RST 


Se ar 


** ee & 6 & & & & & CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CCAVICTIOAS @Y NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * *& * *# & *& # Ke FE 
neat 2 eee eee £ ke £ Se SE ee eS Ee 6 Oe RK eS Ke ee _E 8 ee 8 ele 6 4k 8 ole) eel © ow 2 se OLE Ke wee Ss 
Sa a a aN ale ae) et et NY El Be Rt ee st eS a a ee eee ee 
* * NEW BRUNSWICK Sage or 2 ih te ot ee st. I Ne On Ge ae ii ie Ton Gmtrs fr tO) (65 6m Bil ote 9h. Gt ot i te OM Ge en mas 
ee & & ek ee Ke K * | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 
Pere ee Se tee ee SKS Se SS Se eS oS Os Os a Ss a 


AGAINST THE PERSON 


OFFENCES ae = See. SAS Bo aS a ke SS Se ee ee Se oe Se aS Se oe Ss) SS oS eee oe 
CHARGES ’ 272 100.000 264 100.000 312 100.000 263 100.000 283 100-000 317 100-000 402 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 266 9374794 251 95.076 286 91.667 252 95.817 268 94.700 293 92.429 379 94.279 
ACQUITTALS 6 22206 10 3.788 26 8.333 11 4.183 1s S300 22 6-940 22 Se473 

PERSONS SE OR a aI nn Tg ae nS a a ke eg ee ns ee 
CHARGES 233 100.000 231 100.000 286 100.000 239 100.000 251 100-000 278 100-000 356 100.000 
CONVICTED 227 974425 220 95-238 263 91.958 230 964234 237 944422 254 9142367 337 94.663 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 33 14.537 OTe 12.273 42 15.970 34 14.2783 29 12.236 34 13-2386 35 10-386 
PROBATION 19 €@.370 16 7e273 21 72985 21 92130 30 12.658 24 92449 34 10-089 
FINE 90 392648 105 47.727 134 50.951 113) 462130 121 51-055 122 48.031 169 50.148 
INSTITUTION 8S 374445 71 32273 64 242335 62 26-957 S7 24-2051 74 292134 99 29-377 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES - >>> 7 er rrr rer re Her eH re ee eH eH ee He eH 5-H re eH ee eH eH 
CHARGES 356 100-000 4C5 100.000 375 100.000 347 10C.000 523 100.000 460 100.000 513 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 349 98.034 399 98.519 365 97.333 338 97.2406 509 97.323 446 96.957 503 98.051 
ACQUITTALS 6 1.685 6 1.481 10 2.667 9 2.594 14 2677 13. 2.826 10 12949 

PERSONS sie SS a SB a a a a a a ae SS Se a ES 8S SS Se eS SN 
CHARGES 243 100.000 260 100.000 249 100.000 242 100.000 305 100.000 2$8 100.000 349 100.000 
CONVICTED 237 97.531 257 98.846 243 67.590 237 97-934 294 96.393 289 96.980 343 98.281 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NC PROBATION 38 164034 35 13-619 25 10-288 22 9.283 26 898 B44 26 8.997 31 9.038 
PROBATION 40 16.€78 59 22.957 38 15.638 60 25.316 73 24.830 89 30.796 85 24.781 
FINE 1 0-422 2 0-778 1 0.412 1 0.422 4 1.361 2 0-692 7 24041 
INSTITUTION 158 66.667 161 62.646 179 73.663 154 64.979 191 64.966 172 59.516 220 64.140 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES ag Ei fi — NS a 2 a i a Ee ev a Se eS 
CHARGES 770 100.000 761 100.000 727 100-000 598 100-000 823 100-000 839 100-000 1075 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 762 98.961 745 97.897 708 97.387 S583 972492 807 98.056 827 $8.570 1044 97.2116 
ACQUITTALS 8 1.039 16 2-102 18 22476 15 2-508 16 1.944 10 12192 30 2-791 

PERSONS et eg a a a a I at NE Sarno te th ha ee ieee SY Set Ss Sa RS A See 
CHARGES 545 100.000 534 100.000 548 100-000 428 100.000 596 100.000 586 100.000 779 100.000 
CONVICTED 539 98.899 521 S72566 $36 97.810 419 S7.2897 S79 972148 S77 98464 Tél 97-689 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 134 24.861 83 15.931 94 17-537 81 19.332 cs 12.953 90 15-598 94 12-352 
PROBATION 94 17-440 102 19.578 99 18.470 Ct 18.377 96 16-580 Ll? 206277 161 21-156 
FINE 112 20.779 133 25-528 WEG | 28-172 113 26-969 170 294361 131 22704 241 31-669 
INSTITUTION 199 36.920 203 38-964 192 35-821 148 354322 238 41.105 239 41-4421 26S 34.823 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 


OFFENCES - SS SS ee ee 
CHARGES 28 100.000 40 100.000 24 100.000 42 100.000 75 100-000 93 100-000 84 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 24 85.714 37 92.500 23 95.833 41 97.619 74 98.667 89 95.699 83 98.81C 
ACQUITTALS 4 14.286 3 7.500 1 4.167 1 2.381 1 1.333 4 4.301 1 1.190 

PERSONS ee Se eer Se er ee Se eS ae SS ee ee 
CHARGES 27 100.000 34 100.000 19 100.000 29 100.000 52 100-000 73 100-000 66 100.000 

i "CONVICTED 23 854185 32 94.118 18 94.737 28 96-552 51 98.077 70 $5890 65 98.485 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 5S 21.739 7 21-875 10 55.556 7 25-2000 3 5.882 4 5.714 1S 29.231 
PROBATION 6 26.C87 7 21.875 0” 0.0 S 17-857 16 31-373 23 32.857 18 27.692 
FINE 6 26-C87 3 9.375 Pee Tee sw yr 7 252000 10 196608 20 28.571 14 21.538 
INSTITUTION 6 26.C87 15 46.875 6 33.333 9 322143 22 43.137 23 32.857 14 212638 


* & & & & & * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN 0.86S- CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-S11 *# # * # # # # *# 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 


100.000 


68 1002000 
€7 se.S29 
1 12471 


18 100.000 


100-000 
85-714 
14.286 


100-000 


66 100-000 
66 100.000 
QO 0.0 


13 


100-000 


100.000 
100.000 
0-0 


* * & & & & * & & & * CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CCAVICTIONS BY NATURE OF CFFENCE * * * * * # * * * & # # 
*{e ee RO ee&HRHEKREAREA KEKE HHAKKERKEKK KEK EK KEHKRHE KH KEK EKER EK EHKHEHEHE KKK EKEK KEKE RE EEE 
‘te &€ & 8% RR e & & SS SS Sn aS = BR ee ee Se ee YE OA Ra ee ee a eee 
* * NEW BRUNSWICK eo i od “6ne > "| eReeGe 6. Bee otieoy 6 ea | i) "Or-G, "Sit ula lee-O mer 600 |e ly On 6. ae eS Om 

* * * * & & & & & & & | NUMBER]PERCENT| NUMBER |PERCENT |] NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT |NUMBER| PERCENT | 
Ya ee as Se ae CO Se te) ed ee) eee ae ea ea ee 


100.000 
98.701 
1.299 


100.000 


1034S 

20-690 
0-0 

€8.965 


17 G4e444 
4 23.529 
4 23-529 
ie) 0.0 

9 52.941 


100.000 


12.000 

82000 
12-000 
68.000 


17-€47 
11-765 

22941 
67-647 


100.000 
98.305 
1-695 


100-000 


280 100.000 
27S 992643 
1 0.357 


236 1C0.000 


100.000 
€7-605 
20395 


100-000 


te} 0-0 

6 46.154 

1 72692 

6 46.154 
132 100-000 
| Wee OE ERE i $2) 

8 6-0€1 


113 100.000 


100-000 


97-386 
22614 


100-000 


100.000 
942220 
5-780 


100-000 


98.540 


8.148 
42444 
47-407 
40-000 


4-000 
4-800 
43.200 
48.000 


972143 


42902 
8-824 
30-392 
55-882 


94.068 


9.910 
142414 
256225 
50.450 


100-000 
100-000 
0.0 


100.000 
100.000 
0-0 


100.000 


ouuw 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


100-000 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


100.000 


0-0 

0.0 
752000 
25-000 


235 99-576 
10 42255 
11 4-681 

146 62.128 
68 28-936 

2 1C€0.000 
1 S0.000 
1 50-000 
2 100.000 
1 $0.000 
te) 0.0 
le) 0.0 
1 100.000 
0 0.0 


100-000 


0.0 
0.0 
10C.000 
0-0 


100-000 


0-0 

0.0 
40-000 
60-000 


100.000 


334333 
0.0 

S0-e0CC 

16-667 


100.000 
98.313 
1.627 


100.000 


182C 100-000 
1779 S7e747 
38 2-088 


1315 100.000 


1648 
1582 
65 


1246 


100.000 
$5-995 
32944 


100-000 


106 G3-.805 
13 12.264 
7 62604 
44 41.509 
42 39-623 
1 100.000 
1 100.000 

0 0.0 
1 100-000 
1 100.000 

fe) 0.0 

te) 0.0 
1 100.2000 

0 0-0 
1449 100-000 
1405 964963 
44 32037 


1065 100.000 


1 
1 


S207, 
Sitar, 
50 


1339 


100.000 


100-000 
96-740 
3-175 


100-000 


OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 53 
CONV INCT IONS 53 
ACQUITTALS 0) 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 29 
CONVICTED 29 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 3 
PROBATION 6 
FINE 0) 
INSTITUTION 20 

OTHER -—- CRIMINAL CODE 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 177 
CONVINCTIONS 174 
ACQUITTALS 3 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 137 
CONVICTED 135 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 11 
PROSATION 6 
FINE 64 
INSTITUTION 54 

FEDERAL STATUTES 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 4 
CONVINCTIONS 4 
ACQUITTALS ) 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 4 
CONVICTED 4 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION Co) 
PROBATION ) 
FINE 3 
INSTITUTION 1 
CHARGES 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 1660 
CONVINCTIONS 1632 
ACQUITTALS 27 

PERSONS == -- 
CHARGES 1218 
CONVICTED 1194 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 224 
PROBATION 171 
FINE 276 
INSTITUTION $23 


1283 S7.S567 
166 12.938 
199 15-511 
390 30.397 
S27 414-076 


1199 


14.929 
13.761 
28.607 
42.535 


1034 97.089 
167 15-184 
Wh rieh ardor 
280 27.079 
421 40-716 


1293 


96-565 


10-905 
17.479 
26-373 
452244 


62 100.000 ath 
61 98.387 76 

1 1.613 1 

21 100.000 35 
21 100.000 34 

1 4.762 6 

3 1442286 4 

iD 4-762 1 

16 762190 23 
167 100.2000 173 
161 964407 163 
6 32593 10 
124 100-000 118 
118 95-161 iii ee! 
15 12e712 11 
16 134559 16 
21 17.797 28 
66 $5-932 bot) 
S 100.000 7 

5 100.000 7 

ie} 0-0 Oo 

S 100.000 6 

5S 100.000 6 

fe) 0-0 2 

co) 0.0 ce) 

co) 0-0 3 

S 100-000 1 
1943 100.000 2331 
1882 96.861 2255 
5é 2-882 74 
1385 100-000 1709 
1334 96.318 1657 
170 124744 198 
272 20.390 318 
297 224264 463 
$95 44.603 678 


96-957 


11.949 
19.191 
27-942 
40.917 


* * © © *€ € * DATA TAKEN FROM 


TABLES 8 


* # 
we % 


* * 


* 
* * 


te ee eH 
* 


ee ee He 
s * 
* 
* 


AGAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 
CHARGES 


i a id 


{Yon a Lb AE iS yl 


Lo 6 St 


1 9 6 4 


CTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CONVICTIOAS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * 
SERRE CH HEE EK EE EK RE KE EE ee ee Ke ee 4 ee KR Be 4 eo & 


| ee a Sie 


eS oe oS a mt 


» * 
x * 


eS Ge Ge nt ele oO sy ae ey 


+ 


* % 


* 
* 


9 


* 
* 


6 


* * 
* * 


8 


* 
* 


| NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | 


1862 100.000 


2079 1€0.000 


2027 100.000 


2189 100.000 


ooo 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


16€2 79.942 
404 19.432 
1527 100-000 
1235 80.878 
128 10-364 

35 22834 
60€ 49.069 
460 3726247 


17SS 86.581 
256 12.629 
1406 100-000 
1181 €3.997 


185@&@ 64.879 
316 142436 
1551 100-000 
1315 844.784 

91 62920 

49 32726 
691 52-548 
476 36<1¢8 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITH 


GFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


4216 100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


1500 80-559 
350 18.7S7 
1365 10C.000 
1093 80.073 
155 14.181 
cop | 4.666 
S06 46.295 
376 344401 
VIOLENCE 
3376 100-000 
3126 92.595 
248 72346 
1935 100.000 
1822 94.160 
251 13.776 
279 15.2313 
69 3-787 
1223 6742124 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONV INCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 
CHARGES 


42€3 100-000 
407E€ 95-613 
126 4.363 
2461 100.000 
23€2 95-571 
355 15-094 
368 152646 
103 4.379 
1526 64.881 


3964 94.023 
242 5-740 
2178 100.000 
2030 934205 
231 11.379 
392 19.310 
105 Se172 
1302 644138 
9128 100.000 
8124 89.0C1 
96S 10-616 


4863 100-000 


2162 100.000 1686 100-000 
1823 844320 1466 86.951 
326 195.079 2te 12.574 
1581 100.000 1334 100.000 
V3s5s7 85.832 1174 88.006 
116 8.548 126 10.733 
46 3-390 46 3.918 
774 57-038 636 54.174 
416 30-656 362 30-835 
4507 100.000 3586 1C0.000 
4257 94e453 3353 932503 
248 5-503 229 6-386 
2078 100.000 2018 100-000 
1921 922445 1862 926270 
305 154877 330 17-723 
SOS 2642288 499 26.799 
ia | 3-696 101 50424 
16040 54.138 132 72089 
9854 100.000 8223 100.0CO 
8921 90-532 7420 904235 
924 9e377 798 9-704 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


9873 100-000 
7196 72.886 
2671 27-054 
3990 100.000 
3661 91.754 
821 22 2426 
764 20-869 
407 11.117 
1669 45.589 


9608 100.000 
BEaS $22048 
759 7-900 
$122 100-000 
4724 924230 
1109 234476 
918 19.433 
680 14.395 
2017 42.697 


4365 9C.376 
840 19.113 
887 2026182 
915 20.819 

1753 39-886 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 
CHARGES 


728 100-000 
671 922170 
s4 72418 


312 10C.000 


5792 100.000 4989 100.000 
5295 91.419 4553 91-261 
1154 21.794 875 19.218 
1018 1946226 960 21-085 
1299 24.533 1296 284465 
1824 344448 1422 314232 
653 100-000 746 100.000 
S74 87-902 683 91.555 

63 92648 61 82177 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 


NO PROBATION 


PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


* * * *€ *€ € *€ DATA TAKEN 


444 100.000 
391 88.063 
50 11.261 
232 100-000 
203 87.500 
33  PEs256 
39 19.212 
42 20-690 
89 43.842 


FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 


604 100.000 
S22 26.424 
Fare 12.748 
307 1C€0.000 
ete €8.599 
S4 19.853 
25 9-191 
96 35.294 
$7 354662 
IN DeBeSe 


646 54.699 
=. iT Af 31.6922 
3752 100-000 
3508 $3-497 
240 6-397 
2093 100.000 
1960 93.645 
244 12.449 
361 18.418 
106 5-408 
1249 634724 
8632 100.000 
7664 828.786 
961 112133 
4603 100-000 
4214 91.549 
938 22-2259 
879 20.859 
613 14.547 
1784 4242335 
608 100.000 
572 94.079 
32 52263 
297 100-000 
280 942276 
S7 2026357 
41 14.643 
98 35.000 
84 30.000 


CATALOGUE 85-201 


277 884782 
36 12.996 
43 15.523 
99 352740 
99 35-740 


AND 04BeSe 


334 100.000 336 100-000 
296 88-623 293 87.202 
48 1646216 4s 15.358 
48 16-2216 Ss6 19.113 
107 36.149 126 43.003 
93 314419 66 224526 


CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-S11 * * *© & & & & & 


e © © *© * © & & & & & CONVICTICNS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CCAVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * #* * * # *& *& *& *€ # FH 
eeeeveeeneenuneneueneununeneeReoe eRe #@HReERRE HR HRRH HERE REE KEK HEHEHE HK HEHE HH EE EEE EEE Ee 
+ &k& O16 € % 818 6 66 HK SH SS es ee YA a ee a ee 
se QUEBEC * | 1s = 96. 25h 1 29.4.6 Ble oye Ge-4 | 1° 9" 46" 8S! Bl 1, (9 46 46 (| tl 79 folee Zl i> go i46) gee 
eee & & @ * & & & & |NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | 
0.0 BOO * 4 °% 8 eH = = SS B= Ss a See Si es eS ees Se es le See ee OCS ee Ec eS Ss Soe 
FORGERY ANO CURRENCY OFFENCES 
OFFENCES re eS 
CHARGES 1118 100.000 859 100.000 763 100.000 964 100.000 834 100.000 655 100.000 te) 0.0 
CONVINCTIONS 1037 92.755 807 93-946 702 92.005 906 93-983 709 85-012 591 90.229 (0) 0.0 
ACQUITTALS 81 72245 52 62054 61 7.995 52 52394 125 14.988 64 9.771 fo) 0.0 
PERSONS a i ea ee ee et ed AE I ly Pe en ne ee ee ae re ee Ss. 
CHARGES 204 100-000 245 100.000 214 100.000 253 100.000 199 100.000 240 100-000 te) 0.0 
CONVICTED 186 91.176 224 91.429 192 89.720 227 89.723 176 884442 213 88-750 fo) 0-0 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENOED 
NO PROBATION 28 15.054 41 18.304 34 17-2708 45 192824 36 20.455 49 23.005 oO 0.0 
PROBATION 3 1.613 2 0.893 8 42167 15 6.608 19 10.795 12 50634 ° 0.0 
FINE € 2.226 5 2.232 14 72292 i/ 3.084 4 20273 % 3.286 (a) 0.0 
INSTITUTION 149 80.108 176 78.571 136 70.833 16C 70.485 LNT ge6Oe4r7, 145 684075 to) 0.0 
OTHER -- CRIMINAL CODE 
OFFENCES ee 
CHARGES 1118 100.000 1468 10C.000 1390 100.000 1494 100.000 1619 100.000 1483 100.000 ° 0.0 
CONVINCTIONS 958 85.689 1188 80.926 1225 88.129 1300 87.015 1419 87.647 1260 84.963 to) 0.0 
ACQUITTALS 159 14.222 278 18-937 162 11-655 191 12.784 198 12.230 223 154037 (0) 0.0 
PERSONS Time a crm ame meen ar er cen mrad Tes Sa me he 0 a rer et ae aI a ee ra ie a er a a a a a a a ae 
CHARGES 798 100-000 962 100.000 902 100-000 933 100.000 1124 100.000 1035 100.000 Co) 0.0 
CONVICTED 70S 884346 834 €7.605 807 892468 814 874245 1002 8942146 910 87.923 ° 0-0 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
ND PROBATION 62 8.794 68 82153 47 $.824 78 9.582 87 8.683 97 10.659 C9) 0.0 
PROBATION 8 1.135 17 2.038 30 3717 25 3-071 aS 22495 34 3.736 (0) 0.0 
FINE 421 59.716 439 52.638 449 55.638 410 50.369 642 64.072 525 57-692 (0) 0.0 
INSTITUTION 214 30.355 3106170 281 34-820 301 36.978 248 24.750 254 27-912 (0) 0.0 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
OFFENCES ------ - - ee eee err errr ere eer er reer err err ere errr rrr re re 
CHARGES 42 100.000 75 1€0.000 85 100.000 58 100.000 100 100.000 161 100.000 ° 0.0 
CONVINCTIONS 31 73.810 71 94.667 77 90.588 53 91.379 72 72-2000 149 92.547 (0) 0.0 
ACQUITTALS 11 26.190 4 5.333 8 92412 5 8.621 27 27-000 12 72453 ° 0.0 
PERSONS -------- -- - = ee ee ee Heer rer re ree rer ree re eee eH He HHH HH KH KK 
CHARGES 32 100.000 53 100.000 44 100.000 4C 10C.000 77 100.000 130 100.000 (¢) 0-0 
CONVICTED 25 78.125 49 62.453 36 81.818 37 92.500 55 714429 120 92.308 fe) 0-0 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 1 4.000 4 82163 6 16.667 3 8.108 STO eit, 27, 33 27.500 (0) 0-0 
PROBATION 1 4.000 to} 0.0 (0) 0.0 2 6.405 1 1.818 12 10.000 (0) 0.0 
FINE 8 32.000 25 51-2020 7 192444 10 27.027 2 3.636 4 32333 te) 0.0 
INSTITUTION 15 60.000 20 40.816 23 63.889 22 59.459 45 81.818 71 592167 ° 0.0 
CHARGES 
OFFENCES -- >> ee er er eH rrr rrr ere re eH rH rH Hr re Her Hee eH Hee ee er eee eH eee 
CHARGES 17833 100.000 18956 100.000 17257 100.000 18777 100.000 19729 100.000 16540 100.000 (0) 0-0 
CONV INCTIONS 14239 79.846 17170 90.578 15503 89.83€ 16876 8596876 17775 90-096 14922 904-218 (a) 0.0 
ACQUITTALS 3570 20.019 1760 9-285 1720 9.967 1829 9-741 1911 9.686 1599 9.667 (0) 0-0 
PERSONS SR ea ee at i ep en se eens eas SES SS 
CHARGES 8556 100.000 10667 1€0.000 9559 100.000 10130 100.000 11185 100.000 10082 100.000 (0) 0.0 
CONVICTED 7695 89.937 96SC S0.841 8670 90-700 9065 89-783 10102 90.317 9125 90.508 c 0-0 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 1351 17.557 1759 18.153 1441 16.621 1324 14.557 1753 17-353 1555 17-041 (0) 0.0 
PROBATION 1145 14.880 1365 14.087 1361 15.698 1413 15-536 1662 16.452 1619 172742 fe) 0.0 
FINE 1459 18.960 1954 20.165 1933 22.295 2237 24.596 2899 28.697 2695 29.534 (0) 0.0 
INSTITUTION 3735 4€.§38 4606 47.534 3934 45.375 4113 45.223 3783 3746448 2452 26-871 fe) 0.0 
* * * * * & * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-511 * * *& * & * *& i 


ee eee eH  & & CONVICTICNS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE COKVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * *& #€ *& * 4 HR KK Oe OK 
lia et eee Ee eS RRR A ee RR Be KR Re He RK, ei Rack tk Ke hares Becke Ack & 4) ew ee ee ee 
Sa Pei OA A A en i i my em, me ey ey ees Yo Ui BM aR eke Speke Sek See 2 oe] See ee | oe 
* * ONTARIO alll beet oe 'Seerel} merle 9): SrereSiaellpervlan Ong 16r Kaew) OLE Se) GrcoNpN)) ARIES ere cerP“iemAtSROM 6! oh7- |b a1 .or Wemice 
Peet. © SAREE ER € F |NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 
ee Te ee ee ee en oe ee et er es ee ere er 
AGAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES Se ee ee ee a ee ee a ee eee a Pe eS eee SE Pee 
CHARGES 3572 100.000 3567 1C€0.000 3599 100.000 3598 100.000 3882 100.000 3787 100.000 3902 100.000 
CONV INCTIONS 2711 75.896 27C7 75.890 2706 75.188 2721 752625 2995 77.2151 2780 73.409 2841 72.809 
ACQUITTALS 839 23.488 771 «212615 852 23.673 826 22.957 853 21.973 969 25.588 1009 25.859 
PERSONS ie —O- an Sy — = ee e S S Saes S  e e  eeeee Se 2* 2Se eeee  ee 
CHARGES 2850 100.000 2843 100-000 2918 100.000 289C 100.000 3216 100.000 3095 100.000 3093 100.000 
CONVICTED 2223 78.000 2267 79.740 2276 77.999 2254 77.993 2558 792540 2372 76-640 2390 77.271 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 199 8.652 163 72190 183 8.040 179 72941 190 72428 178 72504 185 7741 
PROBATION 300 134495 314 13.851 307 132489 287 ‘Hee7s3 336 §lsedsS 300 124.648 321° 13.431 
FINE 78€ 35.358 837 36.921 830 36.467 8S7 39.796 1080 42.220 974 41.062 1039 43.473 
INSTITUTION 934 42.015 951 41.950 956 42.004 887 39.352 951 372177 919 3846744 B45 35.356 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES pia Se StS SS Sh en SS eS H- See eH Re Seas mee = a = = SS | 
CHARGES 5851 100.000 6931 100.000 6085 100.000 5844 100.000 6189 100.000 6405 100-000 7828 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 5325 91.010 6471 93.363 5591 91.382 5372 91.923 5663 91.501 5818 90.835 6938 88-631 
ACQUITTALS 520 8.887 444 62406 455 7e477 457 72820 503 8.127 561 8.759 865 11.050 
PERSONS Fe me i my I ee a aS ee ee es SS Se 
CHARGES 2937 100.000 3074 1C0.000 2959 100-000 2840 100-000 2720 100-000 3037 100-000 3733 100.000 
CONVICTED 2638 89.820 2825 S1-900 2698 91.179 2601 91.585 2453 904184 2729 89-858 3344 89.579 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 130 4.628 109 3-858 a 17, 42337 122 4691 103 42199 142 5203 164 42904 
PROBATION 759 284772 902 31-929 792 29.355 894 34.371 843 34.366 1011 37.047 1306 39.055 
FINE 27 1.024 39 1.381 32 1.186 38 1.461 25 1.019 39 1.429 28 0.€37 
INSTITUTION 1722 65.277 1775 62.832 1757 654122 1547 59.477 1482 60.416 1537 56321 1846 55-2203 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES ------------ ee ee ee ere rrr eee ree rr rrr rrr rr eer ere rrr eee 
CHARGES 15619 100.000 15675 1€0.000 15722 100.000 15048 100.000 16561 100-000 16099 100-000 17841 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 13972 894455 14429 90.322 14199 90.313 13744 914334 15073 91-015 14342 89.086 15751 88.285 
ACQUITTALS 1634 10.462 1520 9.515 1515 9.636 1295 8.606 1461 8.822 1728 10.734 2033 11.395 
PERSONS Fe me a pn Pe ee i eee SS SS ee 
CHARGES 7715 100-000 8267 100-000 8095 100.000 8296 100-000 9204 100.000 9450 100.000 (0) 0.0 
CONVICTED 6840 88.658 7387 89.355 7234 89.364 75C4 90.453 8276 89.917 8472 89-651 9077 0-0 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROB ATION 595 8.699 se2 7.879 644 8.902 531 7-076 621 72504 642 7-578 842 9-276 
PROBATION 1922 284099 2126 28.780 1925 26.610 2007 26.746 2221 26.837 2120 25.024 2117 23.323 
FINE 1511 22.091 1809 24.489 2032 28.090 2463 32-822 2767 334434 3014 35-576 3326 36.642 
INSTITUTION 2812 41e111 2870 38.4852 2633 36-398 2503 33-356 2667 324226 2696 31.822 2792 30.759 
MALICIGUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 
OFFENCES Se eS ee oe ee ee er Sh ee ee SSS eh See — =). = Eee — 
CHARGES 499 100.000 501 100.000 543 100-000 5S7 100-000 733 100.000 667 100-000 689 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 410 8242164 429 85-629 449 82-689 490 82-077 603 822265 552 82.759 559 814132 
ACQUITTALS 88 176635 70 132972 93 170127 101 16.918 130 “re735 109 16.342 127 184432 
PERSONS i la Sa LA Nl hh SS aI ES Ot ee oe ee een, nee 
CHARGES 364 100.000 358 100-000 392 100.000 466 100.000 518 100.000 487 100.000 480 100.000 
CONVICTED 201 824692 305 85-196 220 814633 388 83-262 437 842363 404 82.957 401 83-542 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 51 16-944 39 12.787 48 15-000 36 9.278 35 8.009 33 8.168 52 12-968 
PROBATION 85 284239 78 256574 86 26-875 109 28.093 130 29.748 105 25.990 104 25.935 
F INE 76 254249 100 32.787 103. 326187 140 36.082 152 34.783 143 35-396 134 33-416 
INSTITUTION 89 29.668 88 28-852 83 25-937 102 26.546 120 27-460 123 30.446 111 27.681 
* * & * & * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND 0-BeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-511 * * *# *# * & * & 


* * *& & & & & & * * * CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE GN INOICTABLE COAVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * # *# * # #€ * # *# * & 
es ee eeenegenee eRe eRe KK KR KH OK OO Oe KR eK OR KK KK TK eK KK eK EK 
ee 2 8 Oe eR ER ES KR Se we ow SS SSS eS Se 2S St SS Se a es se Ss aS es 8 SY CFE OA FIR 2 SS SS SS SS SS ES S| eee 
* * ONTARIO 1) ple or 26 eo P| Ih 39186: cate ie lee O66 ae) 8 Pe fo ere) ts |} 196 7.6 7) * aoe er Tt oy 6 ome 
* * & & & & & & # & & |NUMBER|PERCENT| NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER |PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | 
a a a Sei ena Oe os ee ep eek Spe ee a 2 eet ee Se ES SS Se SS SS SS SS SS SS = eee 


FORGERY ANC CURRENCY OFFENCES 


OFFENCES SS a ee Ss a SS SS 
CHARGES 2203 100.000 1835 100.000 1599 100.000 1960 100-000 2078 100-000 1536 100.000 1894 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 2150 97-594 1771 96-512 1509 94.371 1882 96-020 1903 91-578 1411 91-862 1685 88.965 
ACQUITTALS 53 22406 64 34488 88 5-503 76 3.878 161 7.748 122 72943 205 102824 

PERSONS Sistine = Sie pS ee = - SRS eee = SSS Se - Se Se SE $= SS SE SS eS ee 
CHARGES 510 100.000 464 100-000 455 100-000 522 100.000 487 100.000 486 100.000 513 100.000 
CONVICTED 485 95.098 444 95.690 435 95.604 496 95.019 447 914.786 448 9246181 464 902448 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 25 $2155 24 5-405 29 6.667 iz 3-427 35 7-830 27 64027 32 6.897 
PROBATION 116 23-918 107 24.099 111 25.517 142 28.629 134 29.978 124 27.679 143 30.819 
FINE 10 22062 11 20477 5 12149 13 22621 9 2.013 15S 34348 11 20371 
INSTITUTION 334 68.866 302 68.018 290 66-667 324 654323 269 60.6179 282 62.946 278 59.914 

OTHER -—- CRIMINAL CODE 

OFFENCES =--------- = - - - ee ee He Re KH ee ee ee er er er ee eH er rr ere rer ee re 
CHARGES 1€50 100.000 2471 100.000 1642 100.000 1736 100.000 2228 100.000 2025 100-000 2124 100-000 
CONVINC TIONS 1512 81.730 1804 73.007 1342 81.730 1404 80-876 1934 86.804 1705 84.198 1697 79.896 
ACQUITTALS 333 18.000 €17 24.970 294 17.905 323 18.606 285 12.792 308 15-4210 410 19.2303 

PERSONS = 6 =] SS SS = = See 6 SS Se SS a = = ee ee = eS = Se SS ee ee 
CHARGES 1382 100.000 1965 100.000 1193 100-000 1245 100.000 1620 100.000 1524 100.000 1515 100.000 
CONVICTED 1177 85-166 1467 74.656 1019 88.415 1052 84.498 1440 88.889 1319 86-549 1262 83-300 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 57 4.843 €2 4.226 40 3.925 54 5.133 66 4.583 60 42549 80 62339 
PROBATION 112 9.516 130 8.862 122 11.973 149 14.163 198 13.750 162 12282 151 11.965 
FINE 509 43.246 772 52.624 470 46.124 447 42.490 524 36.389 496 37-604 443 35-2103 
INSTITUTION 499 42.396 503 34.288 387 37.978 402 384213 652 454278 601 45-565 588 46.593 


FEDERAL STATUTES 


OFFENCES -- -- -- - ee ee ee eer er rH Hr re eee ree eH ee ee ee eH He ee ee 
CHARGES 161 100.000 133 100.000 150 100.000 185 100.000 262 100.000 456 100-000 898 100-000 
CONVINC TIONS 121 75.2155 111 834459 107 71.333 143 77.297 188 714.756 354 77-632 678 75-501 
ACQUITTALS 40 24.845 20 15.038 38 25.333 42 22.703 69 264336 99 216711 212 23.608 

PERSONS ~RiS- Se Se = SS SS eS SS aS SS a Se 2 eS Ae Ss ae Ss Se eae eS 
CHARGES 117 100.000 108 100.000 110 100.000 133 100.000 181 100.000 362 100.000 734 1002000 
CONVICTED 103 88.034 $0 83.333 81 73-636 98 73-684 134 74.033 281 77624 568 77.384 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 1 0.971 1 1.111 0 0.0 0 020 S 36731 14 4.982 55 9-683 
PROBATION 2 1.942 9 10.000 7 8-642 15 152306 36 26-866 89 31.673 237 41.725 
FINE 10 92709 27 30.000 9 1.111 14 14.286 14 10.448 11 3-915 8 1-408 
INSTITUTION 90 874379 53 58.889 65 80.247 69 70-408 79 58.955 167 59.431 268 47.183 
CHARGES 

OFFENCES SS a a aS ee SS = Se a Se SS SS SS ee ee 
CHARGES 29755 100-000 31413 100.000 29340 100.000 28968 100.000 31933 100-000 30975 100.000 35176 100.00¢ 
CONVINCTIONS 26201 88.056 27722 88.250 25903 88.286 25756 88-912 28359 88.808 26962 87.044 30149 85.7C¢9 
ACQUITTALS 3507 11-786 3506 11.2161 3335 1146367 3120 106770 3462 10.841 3896 12-578 4861 13.819 

PERSONS - 2 — 38) 4] — Sapa Se Se a SS ee Sees SS 2 eae eee 
CHARGES 15875 100-000 17079 1C0.000 16122 100-000 16392 100-000 17946 100.000 18441 100.000 10068 100.000 
CONVICTED 13767 86-721 147E&5 €6.568 14063 874229 14393 87.805 15745 87.735 16025 864899 17£06 173.878 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 1058 72685 980 6.628 1061 72545 939 6.524 1055 6.701 109€ 6.839 1410 8.054 
PROBATION 3296 23.941 3666 24.795 3350 23.821 3603 25.033 3898 246757 3911 246406 4379 25.014 
FINE 2929 21.275 3595 24.315 3481 24.753 4012 27.875 4571 29.031 4692 296279 4989 28.499 
INSTITUTION 6480 47-069 €542 44.248 6171 43.881 5835 40-541 6220 394505 6325 394470 6728 38.433 


* * © * * * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN 0DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND 0.8-S~e CATALOGUES 91-202 ANO 91-511 * *® & * *& & & & 


ai . e f . - . . . 2 a cco tears CERES NGSS PAE SACLE ON INOICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * * * * * & * K * fF 
cee SKK KEE K ES Boe RK KR RK OE GE a KK a we eK RK OK 
PR tht ee Stet tte te ote lee ot oe hea a on ah Ss a a SS AY Ducks SRD Ee ee, Be eee ee ee 
* * MANITOBA do RS See leit Boer celse ly 19 OR 6p ae |e opt creiSp UJPUIN voles) Suan lt OLEG: 7 leieon 6 mee) 
A = A . i A / é ‘ . 74 NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 
AGAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES Fe ae eg ice fu ents We gee. Fol AN i a ee ee ee ee 
CHARGES 499 100.000 430 100.000 727 100.000 644 100.000 593 100.000 636 100.000 569 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 407 81.£63 365 82.558 S47 75.241 498 77.329 419 70.658 479 752314 454 792789 
ACQUITTALS 36 70214 51 11.860 144 19.807 87 13-509 54 9.106 99 15.566 59 10.3€9 
PERSONS Sa ot ee ee, ee ee a en ae ee Oe ee ee ee er ae) SS ea a ee a) epee hed St 
CHARGES 335 100.000 313 100.000 443 100.000 441 100.000 403 100.000 422 100.000 407 100-000 
CONVICTED 302 90.149 280 89.457 40€ 91.648 382 86.621 322 79.901 359 85.071 351 86.241 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 104 34.437 51 18.214 65 16.010 69 18.063 45 13.975 61 16-992 7O 194943 
PROBATION 13 42305 13 6-429 33 @.128 37 5.686 26 8.075 35 90749 12 32419 
F INE 92 302464 102 36.429 127 31.281 140 36.649 118 364.646 109 30.362 95 27-0€€ 
INSTITUT ION 93 30-795 109 38.929 181 44.581 136 35.6C2 133 41.2304 154 42.897 174 49.573 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES =e KS SSS a a ee SS ee Se ee ee ee ee 
CHARGES 1102 100.000 11C1 100.000 1046 100-000 1216 100.000 1112 100.000 1117 100-000 770 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 1064 96.552 1037 94.187 981 93.786 1126 92.599 1044 93.885 984 884.093 702 91.169 
ACQUITTALS 9 0.817 31 2.816 28 20677 19 1-562 29 2.608 50 42476 35 4.545 
PERSONS DS 2 SS = eS Ss a Se Se Se Se a se Ss SS a SSS SS a eee See ees 
CHARGES 435 100.000 4S5 100.000 503 100.000 564 100.000 553 100-000 561 1002000 470 100.000 
CONVICTED 415 95.402 4724 £2758 484 S6.223 539 95.567 525 94.937 516 91.979 426 90.638 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 55 13.6253 S50 10.549 41 8.471 46 8.534 56 10-667 50 92690 75 17-606 
PROBATION 7 4 2708 113 234840 133 27.479 157 292128 186 354429 174. asevi2et 52 124207 
FINE 16 3.€55 1S 42008 13 2.686 B1 Sera 26 4.952 34 6-589 16 3.756 
INSTITUTION 273 65.783 262 614603 297 614364 305 56-586 257 48.952 258 50.000 283 664432 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES Se SS a = SE Se eS a a a SS SS Se Se SS Se Se EK - Cee ee 
CHARGES 2788 100.000 2881 100.000 3058 100.000 3092 100.000 2848 100-000 3141 100.000 2866 100.000 
CONV INCTIONS 2616 93.831 2715 94.238 2900 94.833 2813 $0.977 2634 922486 2967 94.460 2695 94.033 
ACQUITTALS 39 1.399 By, 1.284 s7 1.864 73 2.361 72 2.528 58 1.847 ss 1.919 
PERSONS = SS oe = Se ae a = Ss = re ES ea eS See SS Se  — - Seee e 
CHARGES 1264 100.000 1228 100.000 1547 100.000 1516 100.000 1407 100.000 1525 100.000 1380 100.000 
CONVICTED 11€8 93.687 1182 96.254 1482 $5.798 1380 91-029 1271 90.334 1427 932574 1252 90.725 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 402 33-838 260° F251 386 2€-046 384 27-826 372 294268 409 28-662 441 35.224 
PROBATION 162 136721 184 15.567 287 19.366 274 192855 234 184411 257 184010 89 72105 
FINE 260 21.886 336 284426 337 22.740 326 23-623 306 24.076 339 23.756 254 20.288 
INSTITUTION 363 30-556 412 34.856 472 31.849 3S6 28.696 359 28.245 422 29.573 468 37.380 
MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 
OFFENCES pee OS i ae oes = ie Se ga oe Se ee ee eee Se - eae SS 
CHARGES 41 100.000 €0 100.000 96 100.000 97 100.000 118 100-000 134 100.000 136 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 34 82.927 58 96.667 90 93.750 84 86-598 106 89.831 130 97.015 102 75-000 
ACQUITTALS 7 176073 2 32333 5 5-208 4 42124 1 0-847 1 0.746 =) 2-206 
PERSONS ee es ee ee eee ee ee 
CHARGES 26 100-000 43 100-000 66 100-000 64 10C.000 84 100.000 79 100.000 71 100.000 
CONVICTED 24 92.4208 42 67.674 63. 952455 54 84.375 76 906476 76 964203 66 92-958 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 20.€33 17 40.476 25 39.683 14 254926 18 23.684 10 13.2158 23 34.848 
PROBATION 11 45.833 6 14.286 6 9-524 11 206370 18 23.684 15 19.737 6 9.091 
FINE 4 16-667 9 214429 21 322333 19 35.185 26 34-6211 37 48.684 21 31.81€ 
INSTITUTION 4 166667 10 23.810 11 17-460 10 18.519 14 184421 14 184421 16 246242 
* * * * * *& * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALGGUE 85-201 AND D-8-S- CATALOGUES S1-202 AND 91-S11 * * * * * * * * 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 


100-000 
93-776 
1-660 


100-000 


624 100.000 


660 100.000 
616 936333 
€ 0-909 


103 100-000 


$88 100.000 


100.000 
99-011 
02110 


OFFENCES es 
CHARGES 723 
CONV INCTIONS 678 
ACQUITTALS 12 

PERSONS i 
CHARGES 102 
CONVICTED 96 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 25 
PROBATION 16 


FINE 1 


262C42 
16.2667 

1.042 
56.250 


605 100-000 
se. 96.033 
1 0.165 
81 100.000 
76 9 930827 
13 172105 
10 13.158 
Ss 6.579 
48 63.158 


$5 924233 
16 16.842 
17 174895 
4 4.211 
5@ 61.053 


98-726 


24.2107 
10-714 

0.893 
64.286 


100.000 
87.917 
42167 


100-000 


249 100.000 


317 100.000 
272 854-804 
19 52994 


207 100-000 


100.000 
81.915 
62383 


100.000 


828.820 


30.070 
6.993 
272273 
35 2664 


83-417 


24-699 

7-229 
302120 
37-952 


100.000 
98.039 
0-0 


100-000 


234 93.976 
7 2-811 
161 100-000 
154 95-652 
26 16-883 
14 9.091 
6S 42.2208 
49 31.818 
35 100-000 
35 100.000 
te) 0-0 


23 1C€0.000 


612 98.077 
2 0.321 
97 100-000 
94 96.907 
18 19.2149 
13 13-830 
5 5319 
S8 61-702 
303 100.000 
270 89.109 
1S 4.950 
231 100-000 
214 S$2.641 
30 14.019 
21 9-813 
93 434458 
7O 324710 
18 100.000 
14 772778 


4 22-6222 


100.000 
44.231 
12-821 


100.000 


100.000 
922946 
2-eC76 


100.000 


184 88.889 
33 172935 
19 10.326 
€4 34.783 
68 36.957 
11 100.000 

9 81-818 
2, 18.2182 
11 10C.000 
9 81.818 
0 0.0 
1 11lel1ll 
J 33N333 
S S55e556 


6037 100-2000 
5418 89-2747 
210 32479 


2906 100.000 


48.031 


42.623 
136115 
11-475 
32-787 


100.000 
90.596 
3-357 


100.000 


INSTITUTION 54 
OTHER -— CRIMINAL CODE 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 240 
CONVINCTIONS 211 
ACQUITTALS 10 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 161 
CONVICTED 143 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 43 
PROBATION 10 
FINE 39 
INSTITUTION 51 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 51 
CONVINCTIONS 50 
ACQUITTALS ty) 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 24 
CONVICTED 23 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 1 
PROBATION 0) 
FINE 17 
INSTITUTION 5 
CHARGES 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 5444 
CONVINCTIONS 5060 
ACQUITTALS 113 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 2347 
CONVICTED 2191 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 635 
PROBATION 284 
FINE 429 
INSTITUTION 843 


* * * * & * * DATA TAKEN FROM 


93.353 


28.982 
12.962 
19.580 
38 2476 


TABLES 8 ANO 13 


1 4.348 

£0) 0.0 
10 434478 
l2 S261 74 
S361 100.000 
S01S 934-546 
129 22406 
2344 100.000 
2231 95-179 
40e 18.288 
345 152464 
S46 24.473 
932 41-775 

IN DeBeSe 


16 100-000 
14 €7.500 

1 472143 

1 72143 

9 64.2286 

3 21-429 
$872 100.000 
5414 92.200 
255 42343 
2903 100-000 
2757 94.971 
S66 20.530 
494 17-918 
605 21.944 
1092 39-608 


CATALCGUE 85-201 


2643 90.950 
S62 214264 
S16 19-523 
587 M22e210 
$78 37-003 


AND 04BeSe 


569 96.769 
6 1-020 
102 100-000 
S97 95.098 
24 244742 
18 18-557 
2 2-062 
S53 54639 
340 100.2000 
286 84.118 
21 60176 
217 100-000 
18S 85.253 
37 20-000 
20 10-811 
63 34-054 
6S 352135 
8 100.000 
7 87-500 
1 12-500 
7 100-000 
6 854714 
2 332333 

Oo 0-0 

0 0-0 
4 66-667 
5607 100.000 
S065 904.333 
184 3-282 
2773 100-000 
2482 89.506 
554 22-321 
$02 204226 
S41 21.797 
88S 354657 


CATALOGUES 91-202 ANO 91-S11 * * * * * * * * 


430 100.000 910 
394 91.628 901 
25 52814 1 
73 100-000 117 
68 934151 112 
12 17-647 27 
16 23-529 L2 

1 1.471 1 

39 574353 Te 
325 100.000 282 
273 84.000 231 
21 62462 18 
239 100.000 199 
aL 88.285 166 
33 15-640 41 
28 13-270 12 
61 28.910 so 
89 42-2180 63 
37 100.000 156 
32 862486 69 

2 5-405 20 

36 100.000 127 
32 88.889 61 
21.875 26 

11 34-2375 8 

8 25-2000 7 

6 18.750 20 
$820 100.000 5689 
5259 90-361 5154 
2s€é€ 4-399 191 
2935 100.000 2771 
2689 91.618 2434 
S82 21-644 703 
S36 19-2933 191 
$89 21.904 444 
982 36-519 1096 


28-882 

7.847 
16.242 
45.029 


kok ke & ® & & & OK K * CONVICTICNS OF CFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE COKVICTIONS @Y NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * * * * *¥ HK Ke FH 
Pe ae ae a ee ee ee 2 a Se Se Se Oe Se Se i Se i Se Se ee Se 
Ce £o4°e%R B RO RR Se eee eS eS ee 6 SS = SSS eee Sv Ee AR SS SSS eS Se eS ee eee 
** MANITOBA x | 1?) :Ot9 Ge 25 4 Lo 6 SF el 1 9) Gh a>) | tt oF ‘6h 57 1* .9) ~6% 6F-|™ LF “OP 6: or A OF 66 2 Bee 
* * & & & % & & * & * | NUMBER] PERCENT |] NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER |PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT] 
eo Sk ke ee eae a a a Se eS Se eS a St Se SS SS SS 8 SS ee ee ee 


** & & * # & & & KF CCNVICTICNS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * & *# *¥ *€ * & * * * 
Sr eeeceeceecees eek eee HEHE HSE EEE SSE KK EE HH EE EK HE KOE RHE REECE ESE KE SER HARE K KEKE EOF 
ERTS OTe ee Be Oe ree Bee ERS EN Ge et es ee ey ee ee WE lam ces ee ee ee ey ee eee 
* * SASKATCHEWAN Cae le SGN 22.5 Ie iS) 6 eae |i Aa ROW Gr 40m |e Anson epe'Sh al) wile 2olwe oy. ole |e alia Oe .6u 7a sie i meron aria | 
#* # & e ee * € & & |NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT] NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT| 
PO dF ha BI ty ae De ay re ee Ee ee ee ee, ee ee ee ee re ee eee Slee re rea ee ee ae er 
AGAINST THE FERSON 
OFFENCES Se ee ne en eee et ne) a py Sees ES 
CHARGES 331 100.000 3S9 1€0.000 501 100.000 460 100.000 504 100.000 534 100.000 500 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 289 87.211 3€3 90.977 450 89.820 394 85.6562 443 87.897 451 84.457 425 85-000 
ACQUITTALS 39 11.782 33 8.271 47 9-381 65 14.6130 55 10.913 73 13-670 71 14-2200 
PERSONS Se a a es ae ey ey A) ge se Se = ee ee ee ee ee eee 
CHARGES 262 100.000 302 1C0.000 411 100.000 364 100.000 426 100.000 434 100.000 421 100.000 
CONVICTED 237 90.458 277 916722 377 91.727 323 88.736 378 88.732 375 86.406 363 864223 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 15 6.329 1s 6.859 27 Tel62 22 6.811 51 134492 31 8.267 24 6-612 
PROBATION 12 5-063 10 3-610 15 3.979 18 5-573 12 3.175 19 5.067 31 8.540 
FINE 108 45.570 121 43.682 161 42.706 133 41.176 170 44.974 175 46.667 179 49.311 
INSTITUTION 102 43.038 127 45.848 174 46.154 149 46.130 145 38.360 150 40-000 129 35-537 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES ------------------ - - = - - = - - ee ee Ke Ke Ke eee ee ee ee ee eer eee KH 
CHARGES 855 100.000 8S5 1C€0.000 1215 100-000 9C7 100.000 881 100.000 899 100.000 911 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 793 92.749 B45 94.413 1166 S5.S67 867 95-590 829 94.098 824 91-657 B51 93-414 
ACQUITTALS 54 €-316 47 5-251 47 3-868 38 42190 49 5-562 61 6.785 50 5.488 
PERSONS ------------ ---- = - - - ee ee He Herre rere Her Hr eH rer rrr rrr rrr 
CHARGES 397 100.000 429 100.000 510 100.000 415 100.000 419 100.000 488 100-000 508 100-000 
CONVICTED 382 96.222 415 96.737 483 S4.706 400 96.386 393 93.795 452 922623 476 936-701 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 46 124042 S57 13.735 65 13.4528 65 16.250 84 214374 80 172699 B35 1%0437 
PROBATION 61 156969 51 12.289 68 14.079 68 17-000 60 154267 55 12.168 91 192118 
FINE 1 0.2€2 5 1.205 3 0.621 2 0.500 1 0.254 8 1.770 9 1.891 
INSTITUTION 274 714-728 302 72.771 347 71.843 265 66-250 248 634104 309 684363 293 61-555 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES ------- - - eF e er errr rrr rer eer Heer eH ee eH ere ee er rere re Hee 
CHARGES 1731 100.000 1938 100.000 2247 100.000 2032 100.000 2155 100.000 2275 100.000 2553 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 1649 654263 1827 94.272 2179 S6.S74 1915 94.242 2030 94.200 2120 93.187 2407 94.281 
ACQUITTALS 79 4.564 108 5.573 67 22982 116 5-709 122 5-661 150 6-593 141 $523 
PERSONS ----- -- = - ee eee ere eH eRe He ee ee rere eee ee ee eee eH eee eee eH 
CHARGES 867 100.000 1019 100.000 1068 100-000 10€2 100.000 1109 100-000 1180 100-000 1415 100.000 
CONVICTED 823 94.925 S58 94.014 1035 96-910 987 93.821 1037 93-5Ce 1100 93.220 1333 94.205 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 126 15-310 123. 12.839 140 13.527 128 12.969 226 214794 212 196273 17S 13.128 
PROBATION 113° 13-730 NTs “reest7 174 164812 1S7 159.959 138 13.308 167 1564182 287 21.530 
FINE 232 284190 244 25.470 238 22.995 229 23.42¢2 333) Sap atie 30€ 28-000 401 30.083 
INSTITUTION 352 42.770 473 49.374 483 46.667 433 43.870 340 326787 413 37-545 470 352259 
MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 
OFFENCES ce a Bm ee ee tg re hice A le gS i ts Wee Be eee ec i Re Se ee 
CHARGES 35 100.000 €3 100.000 49 100.000 20 100.000 107 100.000 53 100.000 155 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 32 914.429 £€ €8-889 49 100-090 19 95.000 103 964.262 52 98.113 149 96.129 
ACQUITTALS 3 @.571 7 Sikh (0) 0.0 1 5-000 2 1.869 to) 0-0 2 1.290 
PERSONS ee a et a oe Se pa ie ge ee a Se ee ee pS LS fe eh a ee SS eee 
CHARGES 27 100.000 48 100.000 22 100-000 16 100.000 54 100-000 40 100.000 103 100-000 
CONVICTED 25 9246593 45 93-750 22 100.000 15 93.750 50 924593 40 100.000 99 96.117 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 5 20.000 10 22.222 4 18.182 oe tess 11 22-000 17 42.500 33 33-333 
PROBATION 2 8.000 7 5.556 4 184182 4 266667 6 12.000 6 15.000 24 24.242 
FINE 11 44.000 2 42444 9 40.909 3 20.000 16 32.000 9 22.500 19 192192 
INSTITUTION 7 28-000 26 57-778 5 226727 6 40.000 17 34.000 8 20-000 23) 23.232 
* * & & & & & DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND D-eBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-S11 * * *# * # * # # 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 


100.000 
98-806 
1.194 


100.000 


2€9 100-000 


325 
315 
9 


10C.000 
96-923 
2-769 


100.000 


100.000 
94.910 
52090 


* *& & ee * & & & *& &€ CONVICTICNS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * € * #* & * *# 4H # 
ese ee eB ORR eR EH HO OU Hh Hh Hh Hh Kh Kh HK KH KK EK KKK ECU HK HEHE 
re ee ee ee A E AR -- - --- -- - ee er errr reer reece 
* * SASKATCHEWAN “US ERO Meo |) Moe Ps Wo outa Pie Sr 6S 91h S OM Cret teas. @7 | #119 a6ues8 

e* ee & ee eK K * | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | 
e048 6S ee e Oe eS SS Sm ae ee SS OS SS a SS a eS a eS ee eS ee See ee ee ---- 


8 £37 
13-415 
0-0 

782049 


273 94.464 
16 52536 
81 100.000 
TS: (9% S3i 

4 5-063 
6 7-595 
oO 0.0 
69 874342 


13.158 

15-789 
0.0 

712053 


100-000 
91.943 
€.161 


100.000 


143 100.000 


100.000 
92.386 
7e1l07 


100-000 


100-000 
89.773 
9.091 


100-000 


100-000 
85.799 
13-€09 


95-455 


2381 
15.079 
26-984 
55-2556 


90.435 


226115 
10.577 
356577: 
She731 


12-S00 

8-333 
322292 
46.875 


100.000 
50.000 
50.C00 


100.000 
€0.000 
20.000 


10C.000 


100.000 
taeted 
27-273 


100-000 


100.000 
71.2212 
2@.78€- 


100-000 


12&@ 89.510 
15 10.490 
101 100.000 
90 89.4109 
] 20222 
if, 72778 
36 40-000 
45 50.000 
6 100-000 
Ss” 83'6333 
1 16.667 
6 100.000 
SS” 836333 
te) 0-0 
ie} 0.0 
1 20-000 
4 80.000 


25-000 
0.0 
0-0 

752000 


77-778 


0-0 

0.0 
14.286 
852714 


730214 


462341 
0.0 
0-0 

53.659 


100.000 
93.971 
Se5£14 


100.000 


3733 100-000 
3497 93-678 
227 6.C8l 


1986 100.000 


4539 
4345 
185 


100-000 
S$Se726 
4.076 


100.000 


100.000 
93-282 
6 2334 


100.000 


100.000 
92-797 
6269€ 


100.2000 


OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 335 
CONVINCTIONS 331 
ACQUITTALS 4 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES B84 
CONVICTED 82 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 7 
PROBATION 11 
FINE 0 
INSTITUTION 64 

OTHER —— CRIMINAL CODE 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 211 
CONVINCTIONS 194 
ACQUITTALS 13 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 132 
CONVICTED 126 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 3 
PROBATION 19 
FINE 34 
INSTITUTION 70 

FEDERAL STATUTES 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 2 
CONVINCTIONS 1 
ACQUITTALS 1 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 1 
CONVICTED 0 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION ty) 
PROBATION 0 
FINE © 
INSTITUTION ) 
CHARGES 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 3500 
CONVINCTIONS 3289 
ACQUITTALS 193 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 1770 
CONVICTED 1675 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 202 
PROBATION 218 
FINE 386 
INSTITUTION 869 
* * * * * * * DATA TAKEN FROM 


12.C60 
13-015 
232045 
51-881 


TABLES 8 


1869 94.109 
215 11.503 
199 10.647 
409 21.883 
1046 55.966 


AND 13 IN DeBeSe 


CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe 


S4.977 


12-196 
13.673 
20.629 
53-502 


288 100-000 334 
278 966528 = rd 
1 20431 Tey 

71 100-000 86 
€8 95.775 83 

9 1346235 15 

7 104294 11 

3 42412 1 

49 72.059 S56 
173 100-000 176 
1S4 86.017 158 
19 10.983 16 
106 100-2000 115 
94 88.679 104 

8 8-511 23 

11 11-2702 11 
24 254-532 37 

a | £4.255 33 

5 10C.000 1B | 

4 8C.000 8 

1 20.000 3 

4 100.000 9 

3 75.000 7 

10) 0-0 0 

te) 0-0 te) 

Cc 0.0 1 

3 100.000 6 
388S 100-000 4168 
3631 93-462 3888 
247 6-358 264 
202@ 100-000 2218 
1890 934195 2052 
234 12.381 410 
305 1642138 238 
394 20.847 ss9 
$56 S0.S82 845 


92-516 


19-980 
11.598 
272242 
41.175 


262 100.000 380 
256 974-710 369 
6 2-290 11 

77 100-000 113 
73 94.805 106 

t 9.589 8 

8 10.959 ee 

1 1.2370 ° 

S7 78-082 76 
155 100-000 169 
132 85.161 145 
23. »-:144839 23 
104 100.000 109 
95 914-346 96 

9 90474 12 

8 Be421 8 

35 36-842 31 
43 4542263 4S 
23 100.000 66 
21 91.2304 47 

2 8.696 19 

23 1€C0.000 boy o} 
21 912304 41 

¥ 335333 19 

S 23-810 f) 

ie) 0.0 °o 

S$ 42.857 22 
4201 100-000 4734 
3856 91.788 4393 
315 72498 317 
2346 100-000 2725 
2156 91.901 2514 
363 16.837 354 
268 124.430 463 
536 24.861 639 
989 45.872 1058 


92-257 


14.081 
18.417 
25241€ 


CATALOGUES 91-202 ANDO 91-511 * * * *& * # # & 


«eee eee ee & & CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE COAVICTIOAS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE *+ *®& # # #8 HH RK HD 
ee ene Ae Ree Ae P Re Re Reh h (Si Ry ey Me ORY MERE Hy HLM! HKLM cH Hi) He es Hh aH AE AS APO WR eh aT tow tal eka a a eae ee 
Pek OO ee eR eae ne NR > I eee ee ee OO Be TAMER) ee ee eee 2 ee ee ee eee 
« * ALBERTA * | le uSiee 6 «2s ~ | len Se *6, BY al 1) Sh) 6" 4. | Ue St “Gr sn =| at "SP 6F ‘6F" |? "19" oF "6 77 1" "oF oF “a 
eee ee ee oe He | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER |PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT [NUMBER| PERCENT } 
OES eRe Reh Oi Hh 6 Oy KP eS ee, i Se Se 


AGAINST THE PERSON 


OFFENCES eS a a ae aia ee ee ee ee 
CHARGES 825 100.000 782 100.000 787 100.000 825 100.000 979 100.000 1024 100.000 1062 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 733 88.848 671 85.806 684 86.912 70S 85.455 820 83.759 847 820715 846 79.661 
ACQUITTALS 8S 10.788 104 13.299 99 12.579 110 13.333 154 156730 160 152625 194 18.267 

PERSONS RS Se Es HE i 5 SR he SS Se Se = Be Se Se SS a Se = i Bh se 2 Se 
CHARGES 647 100.000 649 100.000 638 100.000 689 100.000 812 100.000 833 100.000 878 100.000 
CONVICTED 592 91.499 S5S6 85.670 563 88.245 6C7 88.099 701 86330 701 846154 729 832030 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 38 60419 33 5-935 36 6-394 9 1.483 62 8.845 49 6.2990 53 7.270 
PROBATION 24 4.054 29 5.216 30 5.329 45 7e414 26 34709 22 3.138 11 1250S 
FINE 256 434243 245 44.065 259 46.004 259 42.669 326 46.505 316 45.078 323 44.307 
INSTITUTION 272 45.946 249 44.784 237 42.096 292 48.105 287 40.941 314 44.793 341 46.776 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES ee ee SA he a ae a ee ee 
CHARGES 1568 100.000 1626 100.000 1984 100.000 1531 100.000 1338 100.000 1686 100-000 1907 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 1523 97.130 1689 97.724 1942 97.883 1472 96.146 1238 92.526 1605 954196 1733 90.876 
ACQUITTALS 4l 2.615 33 22030 35 1.764 54 3.527 90 6.726 71 4.211 157 8.233 

PERSONS ph He 8 EP BRE = RE SS SR a ph ay = a Se SS Ne eS eee 
CHARGES 763 100.000 743 100.000 843 100.000 702 100.000 725 100.000 755 100.000 933 100.000 
CONVICTED 734 962199 719 96.770 821 $7.390 674 96.011 661 91.172 706 93.510 825 88.424 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 80 10.899 64 8-901 95 11-571 42 62231 110 166641 112 15.864 141 172091 
PROBATION 79 10.763 112 15.577 147 17.905 146 21.2662 109 16.490 99 14.023 113° 13-657 
FINE U5 1.499 10 1.391 7 0.853 i 1.039 6 0-908 15 22125 17 22061 
INSTITUTION S€4 76.839 S33 74.131 572 69.671 479 71.068 436 65.961 4280 67.989 554 672152 


AGAINST FFOPERTY WITHCUT VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES Se a eS ee ee Se ee Se ee 
CHARGES 5176 1006000 S6CB8 1C0.000 S714 100-000 4923 1006000 4994 100.000 5160 100-000 5903 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 4971 964039 £367 964238 5460 95.555 4712 956714 4713 946373 4901 94.981 5515 93.427 
ACQUITTALS 202 3.903 1$8 34531 233 9 4.078 206 4.184 268 54366 233. 44516 369 66251 

PERSONS a ee 
CHARGES 2503 100.000 2640 100-000 2768 100.000 2526 1002000 2750 100.000 2879 100-000 3319 100.000 
CONVICTED 2392 952565 2507 $4.962 2633 9546123 2350 94.616 2593 942291 2715 $4.304 3072 92.4558 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 234 94783 273 10-890 288 10-938 104 4.351 339 1342074 362) 13.333 479 15.592 
PROBATION 268 1142204 331 13-203 326 124381 390 16.2318 228 8.793 196 742219 216 7-031 
FINE 797 334319 798 21.621 844 32.055 889 37-197 960 374023 1041 386343 1189 384704 
INSTITUTION 1093 456694 1105 44.077 1175 44.626 1007 424134 1066 41.111 1116 412105 1188 38-672 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 


OFFENCES a ~ = a Fe a IN Nd oa ee eae 
CHARGES 79 100-000 132 100-000 113 100-000 125 100-000 130 100-000 282 100-000 187 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 76 96-203 121 G1 e667 103. 91.2150 115 922000 120 92-2308 251 89.007 163 87-166 
ACQUITTALS = 3797 9 6-818 8 7-080 10 8.000 10 72692 30 10-638 22 11.-7€S 

R N See eee reer a ee or ee oe eyo fame, ep a ge eae a a ee a a i i i el i ns 

a CaReeS 65 100-000 1cS 100.2000 71 100.000 74 100-2000 95 100-000 121 100.0CO 142 100-00C 

ie couuteren 63 96-923 101 92-661 €7 94.366 €7 90-541 86 90-526 112 922562 131 9242254 
SENTENCE 

SLSPENDED 
fn PROBATION 4 62349 13 12-871 8 112940 6 8.955 20 23256 18 16-071 37 284244 
PROBATION 10 150873 9 8-911 Se 2ensee 13 192403 Lo 11.628 +=) 4e4E4 9 6-870 
FINE 25 39-683 =9 38-614 21 312343 20 29-851 32 37-2C9 35 314250 44 33.588 
INSTITUTION 24 38.095 40 39.2604 23. 34.328 28 41.791 24 27-907 S& 482214 41 31.298 


* * * & € * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-S11 * * & * *€ * * © 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY CFFENCES 


OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS 
CHARGES 


S32 100.000 


627 1C€0.000 
621 99.043 
4 0.638 


162 100.000 


655 100-000 


571 100.000 
564 GB8.774 
7p 12226 


135 100.000 


389 100.000 


425 100-000 


* * * & * # * & & & * CONVICTIONS CF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * * * # * * *& # 
a ee ae a ee ee ee ee a ee ee Se oe Se Se Se Se 2 2 2 Se 2 Se Se Se ee 2 ee Sr Se 2 Se ee Se ee ee ee ee *-* **# *€ & eK KF 
€ x & 4k 6 eK Oe *e BS = SS eS eK SH Se He oS a SB eS ie Sh = we SS = HY) ELAR: S&S = = = eS OS A SF Se a ae 
« * ALBERTA # |e ides ShGer2en i athhked). 16>) Spoleto en-414 J aero ti6wNSrt ero cm Gl" heron 169 ce A 1 Ob oe eS 

«ee & Ke & OR & *& & [NUMBER] PERCENT| AUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT |NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 
ok OK ok ok EE OK a eS a ee a es ee es St te Se a a SS A SS Se SS ----= 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


L158) 976153? 
15 92494 
15 92494 

7 42430 

121 762582 


HS 2 Dien Le 
8 6-061 
12 9.091 
3 Zeit 
109 82.576 


397 9342412 
28 6-588 
131 100.000 
119 90.840 
16 13.445 
fe 5-882 
4 3.2361 
S299 7 Teall 


OTHER CRIMINAL CODE 
OFFENCES = 


CHARGES 

CONVINCTIONS 

ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 

CHARGES 


4&5 1C€0.000 
456 94.021 
27 52567 


34€ 100.000 


547 100-000 
503 912956 
44 Be 044 


374 100.000 


489 100-000 
451 922229 
32 62544 


344 100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
F,TNE 
INSTITUTION 


=EDERAL STATUTES 
OFFENCES 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 
CHARGES 


330 94.828 
28 82485 
2g 8.788 

167 S0.606 

106 326121 


15 100.000 
13. 862667 
2 13.333 


13 100.000 


345 9244246 
16 42638 
31 8.986 

205 594420 
93 26.957 


32 100-000 
24 75-20C0 
3 $2375 


26 100.000 


321 934314 
27 8e411 
11 30427 

169 52.648 

114 354514 


75 100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


12 92.2308 
fe) 0.0 
10) 0.0 
1 82333 
11 91.667 


64 85.333 
9 12.000 
71 1002000 
61 €5-915 
8 132115 
11 18.033 
1 1.639 
41 {672213 


CHARGES 
OFFENCES 

CHARGES 

CONVINCTIONS 

ACQUITTALS 
PERSONS 

CHARGES 


9275 1C0.000 
8868 95.612 
=e AT J 4.065 


19) WS OTT 
a 10.526 

0 0.0 
1 5263 
16 84-4211 
8554 100.000 
8095 94.634 
434 5Se074 


4526 100.000 


9141 100-000 
8516 934163 
$63 62159 


5134 100.000 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


4383 93.975 
426E $.719 
s2s 11.978 

1267 28.907 

2165 49.395 


645 98.473 
9 126374 
18S 100.000 
180 S72297 
23 12.778 
1s 82333 
2 Lelll 
140 77.778 
487 100.000 
470 96.509 
16 32285 
337 100-000 
SZa PEO 7329 
22 6-707 
16 4.878 
197 €0.-061 
93 28.2354 
21 100.000 
19 90.476 
2 9-524 
18 100-000 
16 88.889 

i?) 0.0 

ie) 0-0 
2 122500 
14 87.500 
9761 100-000 
9323 95.513 
402 4.118 
4860 100.000 
4608 94.815 
472 102243 
S49 11.914 
1332 28-906 
2254 48.915 


4234 93.548 
187 4-417 
637 154045 

1384 32.688 

2024 47.803 


375 96401 
14 36599 
100 100.000 
94 94.000 
10 10.638 
Gosh 
2 20128 
76 80-851 
510 100.000 
459 90.000 
48 942412 
392 100.000 
358 91.327 
24 6.704 
is A= 190 
216 602335 
103 28-771 
24 100.000 
21 87-500 
2 68.333 
16 100-000 
15 93.750 
3 20-000 

0 020 
TEC GG, 
11 73-333 
8364 100.000 
7746 922611 
586 7.006 
4890 100-000 
4508 92.188 
568, 12.600 
394 8.740 
1543 34.228 
2003 44.432 


4735S 924228 
$92 ©12.6503 
351 72413 

1581 332390 

2211 46-655 


541 100-000 
515 95.194 
25 42621 
153 100.000 
150 98.039 
vagy | 14.000 
13 8-667 

Ss 3-333 
111 74.2000 
523 100-000 
456 87.189 
62 11.855 
369 100-C00 
315 85-366 
2e 6.984 
19 6-032 
131 4641-887 
143 45.2397 
180 100.000 
147 81-€67 
27 15-000 
162 100-00C 
135.) 163-333 
239176 OS7 
30 224222 

1 0-741 

81 60-000 
10303 100-000 
937595906993 
856 8-308 
S956 100.000 
S357 89.943 
776 142486 
411 72672 
1710 31.921 
2459 45.903 


* * *£ * * * * DATA TAKEN 


529 994436 
3 0-564 
162 100.000 
161 99.383 
11 62832 
13 8.075 
=] 1.€€3 
134 83.230 
441 100.000 
408 92.517 
Zo S-669 
313 100.000 
290 92.652 
16 Se517 
17 5-862 
168 57-931 
89 30.690 
17 100.000 
17 100.000 
1) 0-0 
14 100.000 
14 100.000 
0 0.0 
° 0.0 
1 72143 
13) 928S77. 
8638 100.000 
8257 95.589 
363 42202 
4467 100.000 
4246 95.053 
383 9.020 
411 9-680 
1261 292699 
2189 PSitseS4 
FROM TABLES 8 


AND 13 IN DeBeSe 


CATALOGUE 85-201 ANO 0.8-.S-e 


CATALOGUES $1-202 AND 91-S11 * * * * * * @ # 


* ee ee eR KH & * CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CCAVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * #4 % * * HH OHH 
ee An AO A Bi AR Rey ER) CH RE) OR te i hs Beck te te ki oO HL ee id Je a a Le ee OR A a eee 
Sa Ore OG Oi a Sie Mee MN a ale maak aah ap me a tay a a a ong ape Vee ay a Ve AE Ribu pt eck a ee ee ek ee et eee 
Seco RL GHSHECORUMBTAL ti) sl 9 6.2 |). 1 of 6 .3 af A wo 16.4 f = 1S Sw 6Y Siew] AS) S66, aI uo 6 ear ae ao ee Ol 
ee See 4 Le eS | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 
a a ee Oe SN OR Rte es ee ep Fe ten Yale Fass ree er ay met ee Mates # Sm. ams panting: bmn eee ees) Wad Uotuxcec, aes pi ep Re Se ns a ee ee he ee 
AGAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES = Ge ee a een eee te ie ee ae eee See eee 
CHARGES 1001 100.000 1164 100.000 1288 100.000 (0) 0.0 1373 100.000 1388 100.000 1404 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 784 78.222 $42 80.928 1024 79.503 to) 0-0 1079 786587 1036 74.640 980 69-801 
ACQUITTALS 170 16.983 172) 14.777 216 16.770 to) 0.0 193 14.057 222 154-994 252 174945 
PERSONS fee = te es a et Se Pe SRS SS) SS Se ge See eS ee ee ee ee eee 
CHARGES 800 100.000 905 100.000 964 100.000 $88 100-000 11C8 100.000 1042 100.000 1017 100.000 
CONVICTED 659 82.375 771 «6854193 820 85-062 822 83.300 912 82.310 833 794942 783 76.991 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 53 8.042 86 1142154 93 11.341 83 10.085 85 92320 109 13.085 St pel F622 
PROBATION 49 7 2436 ss 72134 72 8.780 e2 9.964 86 9.430 75 9.004 55 72024 
FINE 242 364722 316 40.986 281 34.268 32S 39.976 368 40.351 S311 37.335 283 364143 
INSTITUTION 313 472496 312 40.467 373 45.488 328 39.854 370 40.570 336 40.336 354 45.211 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES SS ee a ee SS ee eS Se Se SS 
CHARGES 1737 100.000 1866 100.000 2027 100.000 0) 0le0 2159 100-000 2242 100.000 1714 100-000 
CONVINCTIONS 1593 91.710 1654 892116 1835 90.528 c 020 1936 89.671 1920 85-638 1356 794113 
ACQUITTALS 108 6.218 166 8.944 146 8 =9©72203 (OPT) 143 60623 187 968341 205 11-960 

PERSONS ee at a = SS Fe a = Se Se = ee ee SS Se ee SS | eee 
CHARGES 963 100.000 1096 100-000 1177 100.000 1045 100.000 1196 100.000 1226 100.000 1030 100.000 
CONVICTED 889 92.216 993 90.602 1095 $3.033 951 91.005 1079 90.217 1089 88.825 828 80-388 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 43 42837 49 4.935 é1 5-571 51 5-363 77 70136 91 8.356 79 96541 
PROBATION 188 2142147 239 24.068 294 26.849 260 27-340 297 27.525 296 27.181 94 11.353 
FINE 14 1.575 17 Le7 12 24 2.192 47 4.942 22 24039 22 2.020 18 20174 
INSTITUTION 644 722441 688 69.285 716 €5.388 593 62-355 683 63.299 680 624443 637 76.932 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES --------------- - 5 -- ee eee He eee eee ee eee eee ee ee ee ee He 
CHARGES 5485 100.000 6470 100.000 6225 100.000 Oo”) oe0 7061 100.000 7809 100.000 7197 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 4949 90.228 5820 89.954 5500 88.353 0 020 6153 87-141 6633 84.940 6040 83.924 
ACQUITTALS 252 6.418 442 6.832 413 6.635 © 060 464 6.571 602 7.709 578 8.031 

PERSONS Se Sai i SS PS tS SS | = Me SS 2 SSeS = = Se a SS ee ee 
CHARGES 3114 100-000 3380 1060-000 3428 100.000 3346 100.000 3943 100.000 4392 100.000 3990 100.000 
CONVICTED 2885 92.646 2121 924337 3142 61.657 2993 894450 3568 90.489 3912 89.071 3478 87.168 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 347 12.028 355 11-375 428 13-622 464 15-503 631 17-685 845 21.600 882 25.359 
PROBATION 488 16.915 624 16.789 642 20-433 621 20.748 609 17.068 618 15.798 253. 7.274 
FINE 685 23.743 €52 20-891 72. 229i, 746 24.925 916 25-673 1009 25.792 930 26.740 
INSTITUTION 1365 472314 1590 50.945 1340 42-648 1162 36.824 1412 392574 1440 36.810 1413 40.627 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 


OFFENCES --- SASS SPS a eS Pee SSS SS PS SS SSS 2 SSS] S225 4 2] - = | Se 
CHARGES 242 100.000 172 1€0-000 200 100.000 195 100-000 256 100-000 206 100.000 225 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 204 84.298 138 80-233 157 78-500 160 82-051 216 84.375 170 82.524 189 84.000 
ACQUITTALS 25 10.331 30 17-442 23 11.500 24 12-308 25 96766 25 124136 19 8.444 

PERSONS SSS SS Ss SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SS Se ee a 
CHARGES 168 100.000 117 100.000 148 100.000 132 100.000 197 100.000 160 100.000 140 100.000 
CONVICTED 140 83.333 96 82-051 125 84.459 108 81-818 169 85.787 137 85-625 116 82.857 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 19 136571 9 96375 25 20-000 14 12-963 27 154976 24 17-518 22 18.9€5 
PROBATION 17 120143 24 25.000 28 22.400 22 20.370 27 15.976 20 14.599 13° 11.207 
FINE 20 14-286 29 30.208 33 26-400 38 35.185 61 36-095 37 27.007 38 32-759 
INSTITUTION 84 60-000 34 35-417 39 31.200 34 31.481 54 31.953 56 40-876 43 37-2069 


* ¢ * * * * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND ODeBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 ANC 91-S11 * * & *€ *# *€ * & 


* *& & & & 8 & * & & * CONVICTICNS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CCAVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * *& # # *#& * # *& # © 
¢ #2 8 & 2 &¢ 4 66 € 6 6 Cee « 48) Se ee 6 ee) ee ee Tel ele a a CET ET EK REET ECE ETRE EES ED KEE SEE ETE, Eee ee ee 
ee &€ ¢%e #¢ 4 2 4 e ee 2 SRR Sak BK eB ee Se ay TE A RO Se eS ee eae eee 
* *BRITISH COLUMBIA * | D Veh shad ihn Bel | TPES 6 Seal aF lei perotlrG The 24] Perse VS eet tows WS heetoues 47 @ |) O18 So 168 Se 
eee Hh eH He eK ee | NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT |NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | 
& 2 * & 6 6% BR OR TR eR Se ee a Sa a 8 ae ee ee ee eee 


FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 


OFFENCES = fe Fat Se ee aa = TS Ge Se ae ay SSeS Se SS ae ee eee ee, eee os 
CHARGES 589 100.000 649 100.000 859 100.000 677 100.000 587 100.000 857 100-000 7O!1 100.2000 
CONVINCTIONS S66 96.095 €23 95-994 783 91.182 €39 94.387 528 894.949 797 92.999 634 904442 
ACQUITTALS 19 32226 18 2.773 44 S$e122 es 32693 NT. 2-896 45 5-251 36 52136 

PERSONS pe he, ae! Oe el eS Ce SLT Ge” ss Gale PS a Se ee ee SO a er ee eee ee ee oe 
CHARGES 175 100.000 194 100-000 206 100.000 203 100.000 184 100-000 256 100-000 239 100.000 
CONVICTED 166 94.857 1é5 95.361 186 G0-291 194 95.566 167 904.761 237 92-«S578 210 87-866 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 9 5-422 11 5-946 16 8-602 12 6-186 21 12-575 21 8-861 25 11.905 
PROBATION 14 62434 20 10.811 23 12-366 30 152464 22 13-174 35 14.768 16 7-619 
FINE 3 12&C7 2 1.081 1 0.538 3 1.546 2 1.198 Ss 22110 4 1-S05 
INSTITUTION 140 84.337 LEe2>"82e162 146 78-495 149 76.804 t2a2. 732054 176 74.262 16S 78.-S71 
OTHER —— CRIMINAL CODE 

OFFENCES = Se = ae Se eR eS SS SS SS SS SS Se EE eS 2 SS eS SS TSS | eee 
CHARGES 703 100.000 $$8 100.000 1100 100.000 1121 100.000 1213 100.000 1161 100.000 1035 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 569 80-939 825 82.665 896 @1-.455 885 78.947 932 76-834 895 77-089 7T2€ 70-048 
ACQUITTALS 94 13.371 119 11.924 143 13.000 147 Peo 1s “SS 12.778 106 Ge130 134 12-947 

PERSONS =l-G22 = Sees eS SS SS SS = SSeS SS AH eS Se Ee = SaaS Se ae Se ae 
CHARGES 428 100.000 669 100.000 734 100.000 771 100-000 813 100.000 748 100.000 688 100-000 
CONVICTED 387 90.421 s7é €6.099 622 84.741 642 83.398 652 80.197 622 83-4155 SS6 80-814 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 12 32101 23 3-993 24 $2466 om 8-865 sé 8-589 46 72395 60 10.791 
PROBATION 28 72235 28 4.861 36 5.788 49 7-621 38 5-828 64 10-289 38 6-835 
FINE 111 20.682 228 390583 212 342084 194 30.6171 184 284221 153 24.598 181 32-554 
INSTITUTION 236 60.982 2S7 51-563 340 84.662 343 $3-344 374 57.23€2 SSDeUS Heth? 277 492820 


FEDERAL STATUTES 


OFFENCES -~-- > t> reer ee er re er er er eer ee er ee ee eee ee ee eee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
CHARGES 3S7 100.000 316 100.000 290 100.000 386 100.000 378 100.000 745 100.000 812 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 317 75.849 2€4 €&0.380 225 77.586 272 70-466 233 61-640 482 €4.6S58 586 72.167 
ACQUITTALS S51 12.846 40 12.658 41 14.138 55 14.249 63 16.667 14€ 15.597 211 25.985 

PERSONS SiS = - =ba a SEE | SSS Se -SeeS | Se 
CHARGES 222 100.000 284 100-000 246 100.000 Ce HAC 318 100.000 650 100.000 670 100.000 
CONVICTED 187 84.234 223 78.521 1$8 80.488 c 0-0 203 63.836 437 674231 493 73-582 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 2 1.070 13. 5.830 B 4.040 0 0-0 17 986374 49 114213 36 =97-302 
PROBATION 3 12604 6 2-691 12, 6.061 0 0.0 14 6.897 63 14.416 27 5.477 
F INE 6 3.4209 5 26242 3 1.515 0 040 S 24463 10 24288 15 3-043 
INSTITUTION 176 942118 19S 89.238 175 88.384 0 0-0 167 824266 315. 72.082 415 84.178 
CHARGES 

OFFENCES SS Ss tees ss SSeS es SSeS = Bee SS = = SS OS Ss a Se 8 SS See 
CHARGES 10154 100.000 11625 100.000 11989 100.000 2379 10C.000 13027 100.000 14408 100.000 13088 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 8982 88.458 102£6 88-224 10420 86.913 19S€ 626219 11077 854031 11933 82-822 10510 80.303 
ACQUITTALS 819 8.066 987 8.490 1026 8.558 251 104551 1060 86137 1333 9.2582 1435 10.964 

PERSONS SS SS Se a a a a a 
CHARGES 5870 100.000 6645 100-000 6903 100-000 64€&5 100.000 7759 100.000 8474 100.000 7774 100.000 
CONVICTED 5313 90.511 5965 89-767 6188 89-642 5712 88-080 6750 86.996 7267 85-756 6464 834149 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 485 94129 S46 9.153 665 10.747 681 11.922 914 13.541 1185 16.307 1195 18.487 
PROBAT LON 787 14.813 £56 15-2021 1107 176889 10€4 18.627 1093 16.193 1171 166114 496 7.673 
F INE 1081 204346 1249 20.939 1286 20.782 1357 236757 1558 23.081 1547 21.288 1469 22.726 
INSTITUTION 2558 55.675 3272 £€4.853 3129 50.566 2609 45.676 3182 47.141 3362 46-264 3304 51.114 


* * & # & * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN 048eSe CATALGGUE 85-201 AND D.BeSe CATALOGUES $1-202 ANC SL=S1 LER ESRC ES LS eG 


CONVICTICNS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * 


* * & & & & € e eK A a eS 
ee a et et Oe ea at Ata at, Ft ot te Ke ee eS El eS ek Se Se ek Re we ee ee ee ee ee eS Se ee 
ca ae ee a a ee ei ee ee eee me ee ee ee Ha RaYSD EE OAL R 
A ial et Pa a Teel cS ee O08 eo ul Deel 4S. gs gl al 49 6) A ao) en Sl oa Bs |. «l «9 “6am ate baa Ss 1844) 
ce mee oa es Pe | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | 
AGAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES SB a ge a oe ee ee a ke, Ae Se A eS ee es ey Se eS 
CHARGES 112 100.000 74 100.000 53 100.000 €3 100.000 108 100.000 47 100.000 58 100.000 
pay LY T ARS 106 94.€43 €9 93.243 45 84.906 60 95.238 85 78.704 38 #0.851 SS 94.828 
6 5.357 s 6-757 6 11.321 3 4-762 21 1942444 9 a9 244 
PERSONS ee eee ee ee ee ee LO eee ee ed Oe ee ee atl ae RS, a = : = 
CHARGES 91 100.000 67 100-000 37 100.000 51 100.000 88 100-000 34 100.000 48 100.000 
CONVICTED 86 94.505 62.0092 s53i7, 33 #9.189 49 96.078 70 794545 29 85.254 45 93.750 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 7, 8.140 3 4.839 1 3.030 3 6.122 6 8.571 1 32448 1 20222 
PROBATION 0 0-0 ) 0.0 ) 0-0 1 2-041 () 0-0 3 106345 Si igo a0 
F INE 30 34.884 24 38.710 10 30.303 12 24.450 19° 274143 5 176241 16 35.556 
INSTITUTION 49 56.977 35 56.452 22 66-667 33° 672347 45 64.286 20 68.965 235 520111 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES Sa a a ed I I 
CHARGES 119 100.000 76 100.000 48 100.000 86 100.000 156 100.000 86 100.000 115 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 115 96.639 76 100.000 44 1.667 81 94.186 133 85.256 80 93.023 94 81.739 
ACQUITTALS 4 3.361 fC) 0.0 2 4.167 5 5.814 23 146744 6 6.977 21 184261 
PERSONS SS 
CHARGES 72 100.000 53 100.000 38 100.000 59 100.000 91 100.000 63 100.000 68 100.000 
CONVICTED 69 95.833 53 100.000 35 92.2105 5&8 98.305 83 91.2209 S9 93.651 61 89.706 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION = 72246 3 5.660 S 14.286 2 32448 S 64024 1 1.695 ° 0.0 
PROBATION 1 1.449 ) 0.0 co) 0-0 1 1.724 5 64024 19 32.2203 16 262229 
FINE 5 72246 0) 020 3 8.571 1 1.724 4 4.81S 2 3.390 1 1263S 
INSTITUTION 58 84.058 50 94.340 27 77.143 54 934.103 69 83.133 37 62712 44 72.131 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES see Ae ge) ee a ee mee ee 
CHARGES 159 100.000 185 100.000 121 100.000 138 100.000 242 100.000 161 100.000 152 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 155 97.484 161 $7.838 111 91.736 122 88.406 219 90.466 147 91304 141 92.763 
ACQUITTALS 4 2.516 « 2-162 8 6-612 16 11.594 23 9.504 12 72453 11 72237 
PERSONS Sea SN a oe = a = ee  C- ee = S CE CE S - S  - SSeeee _; 
CHARGES 90 100.000 116 100.000 82 100.000 101 100-000 150 100.000 103 100.000 84 100.000 
CONVICTED 87 96.667 114 S@.276 79 +S$6.341 90 89-2109 141 94.000 95 924233 81 966425 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 25) (286736 16 14.035 10 12.658 17 18-889 18 12.766 10 10.526 7 82642 
PROBATION Ce) 0.0 1 0-877 Co) 0.0 2 20222 9 6.383 14 14.737 12 14.815 
FINE 10 114494 22 19.298 12 152190 24 26.667 27 192149 31 32.632 33 40.741 
INSTITUTION 52 59.770 75 654789 57 7201s2 47 524222 87 614702 40 42.105 29 35-802 
MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAINST PROPERTY 
OFFENCES 2 a. ah ak ah i ee a SR Se A i ie Rae a a Be Te A ie We Se i i i FR ee Te Se ee 
CHARGES ce) 0.0 2 100.000 5 100.000 & 100.000 2 100.000 4 100.000 10 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 0) 0.0 2 100-000 5 10C.000 5 62.4500 2 100.000 3 75-000 7 70.000 
ACQUITTALS 0 0-0 ) 0-0 fC) 0-0 3 37-500 ) 0-0 1 25.000 3 30.000 
PERSONS HSK ey oe See oS SE ee ST Se eT SS eee ee SS Se Se. eee | Ce eer =. 
CHARGES 0 0-0 2 100-000 5 10C.000 7 100.000 1 100-000 3 100.000 8 100.000 
CONVICTED ) 0-0 2 100.000 5 100-000 5 714429 1 100.000 2 66.667 6 75-000 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION re) 0.0 te) 0-0 2 40.000 0 0-0 Oo 0-0 0 0-0 3 50-000 
PROBATION c 0.0 to) 0.0 oO 0.0 ft) 0.0 fc) 0.0 1 502000 3 50.000 
FINE 0 0.0 te) 0.0 1 2C€.000 3 60.000 1 100.000 ° 0-0 to) 0.0 
INSTITUTION 0 0-0 2 100.000 2 40.000 2 40.000 0 0-0 1 50.000 fo) 0-0 
* * & « * * *& DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN 0e8.Ss CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeB-S. CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-S11 * * # # # * & * 


FORGERY ANO CURRENCY OFFENCES 


100.000 
100.000 
0.0 


0.0 


12 100.000 
12 100.000 
0 0.0 


ae 


2e 


4 


6 


3S 100.000 


33 94.286 
2 5-714 
6 100-000 
S 6834333 
i) 0-0 
1 20-000 
ie) 0-0 
4 80.000 


100.000 
90-000 


24 100.000 
24 100.000 
ce) 0-0 


18 10C.000 


16 
15 
1 


13 100-000 
13 100.000 
Cc 0.0 


OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 11 
CONVINCTIONS 11 
ACQUITTALS 0 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 2 
CONVICTED 2 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 1 
PROBATION ) 
FINE 0 
INSTITUTION 1 

OTHER -— CRIMINAL CODE 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 10 
CONVINCTIONS 9 
ACQUITTALS 1 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 6 
CONVICTED 5 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION to) 
PROBATION oO 
FINE 2 
INSTITUTION 3 

FEDERAL STATUTES 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES ty) 
CONVINCTIONS t) 
ACQUITTALS t) 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES t) 
CONVICTED 0 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION C) 
PROBATION 0) 
FINE C) 
INSTITUTION t) 
CHARGES 

OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 411 
CONVINCTIONS 396 
ACQUITTALS 15 

PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 261 
CONVICTED 249 
SENTENCE 

SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 38 
PROBATION 1 
FINE 47 
INSTITUTION 163 


* es * * & © *€ DATA TAKEN 


100.000 
96-350 
3-650 


100.000 


15-261 

0.402 
18.875 
65-462 


374 100.000 
3€S5 7.2594 
9 20406 


26 9742338 
29 11.2328 

1 0.391 
47 186.359 
179 692922 


FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN DeBeSe 


6 334333 
oO 0-0 

1 5-556 
11 6telll 
1 100.000 
1 100.2000 
ie) 0.0 

1 100.000 
1 100.000 
(+) 0.0 

te) 0-0 

ce) 0.0 

1 100.000 


7 100.000 
7 100.000 
L) 0.0 
4 100.000 
4 100.000 
i 25-000 
Ce) 0.0 
° 0.0 
3 75-000 
19 100.000 
16 84.211 
1 5.263 
16 100.000 
14 87.500 
3 212429 
1 70143 
3 21.429 
7 $§0.000 
ie) 0.0 
°o 0-0 
te) 0.0 
ts) 0.0 
oO 0.0 
0 0-0 
C0) 0.0 
oO 0.0 
C0) 0.0 
253 100.000 
228 90.119 
Lz 6.719 
182 100.000 
170 93-407 
22 12.941 
1 0.588 
29 17.059 
118 69.4412 


CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe 


1 
1 
0 


344 
312 
32 


234 


217 


24 
4a 
42 
147 


100.000 sS 100.000 
87.-S00 53 964364 
12.500 2 32636 

100.000 19 100.2000 
832333 18 94.737 

0.0 4° 22.222 
0.0 to) 0.0 
0-0 ° 0.0 

100.000 14 77.778 

100-000 30 100-000 
93-750 23 76.667 

62250 t vedesos 

100-000 21 100-000 

100.000 16 762190 
22-6222 1 6e250 

0.0 °o 0.0 
1ielil 2 12.500 
66-667 13 ©81-250 

100.000 6 100.000 

100.000 6 100.000 

0.0 0 0.0 

100-000 1 100.000 

10C.000 1 100.000 

0.0 i) 0.0 

0.0 t0) 0.0 

100.000 ce) 0-0 

0.0 1 100-2000 

100.000 S599 100.000 
$0-698 S2l 86.978 

9-302 76 122688 

10C.000 371 100-000 
92.735 330 88.949. 
11.060 34 . 10.303 

1.28423 14 4.242 
19.2355 S53 16-061 
67-742 229 694394 


10 100.000 


. 


°o 0.0 

2 20.060 
6 60.000 
2 20.000 


11 100.000 


11 100.000 
° 0.0 
5 100.000 
5S 100-000 
S 100.000 
t) 0.0 
ct) 0.0 
C0) 0-0 
357 100-000 
325 91-036 
30 8.403 
224 100.000 
205 91.518 
17 8.293 
40 19.2512 
44 214463 
104 $0.732 


6 100.000 
6 100.000 
0 0.0 

1 100.000 
1 100.000 
be) 0.0 

0 0-0 

0 0.0 

1 100.000 
20 100.000 
20 100.000 
° 0.0 

9 100.000 
9 100.000 
Le] 0.0 

o 0.0 

&@ 442444 
S $5-556 
0 0.0 
ie) 0.0 

0 0.0 

° 0.0 

0 0-0 

0 0.0 
Le] 0.0 

° 0.0 

o 0.0 


-_-+-- 


361 100.000 
323 89-474 
37 10.249 


203 93-119 


11 5-419 
36 17-734 
S54 26-601 


102 S0e246 


* * © & & & & & & & * CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INOICTABLE CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE # *& * *# ## B&H HH 
se eeeeoee eee eneenanenezceaeneseeaeenaeaaeeeeneeseeaeereaeeeneaeee eee eee ee He Hee KE HS es e¢ @*¢ #686 *emUhEhmv SF HK 
ee e@ ee OO eee) K—-— - - H- H-K- He H- He ee Ke er eer er rer Kr ere - Y € AR ----- -- -----+--+-+-- - ------- 
* *VYUKON ANDO NeoeTo * | 2 9 6 2 TUS Tela PRS Here t meets Mees Mes eS Net eo. 76” 7 Mt, Tor 6 Tome 
* * & & & & & & & & & |NUMBER|PERCENT| NUMBER| PERCENT] NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER JPERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | 
ee @ & ee Be Bee He -—- -— H- He HH —~-— | ee ee He He eK KH = —-~eer eee we we eS He eS ew ewe ee we we ee eH Ke KK |\----+-+----+--+ - 


CATALOGUES 91-202 ANDO 91-511 *# © *# © #& @ @ & 


Bea cet} 


100.000 
80.275 
18.087 


i) 


9300 
7486 
1623 


7296 


606S 


6 3 


1cC0O.000 
80.495 
172452 


100.000 


€@3-2183 


9-095 
82403 
41.934 
40-385 


CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON 


1 9 


9824 
7945 
1721 


7562 


6317 


586 
563 
2663 
2500 


INCICTABLE CCNVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * 


6 4 


100.000 
80.873 
17.518 


100.000 


E 
1 9 


A 


ay = 
6555 


8565 100-000 


692S 
1493 


80.899 
17-431 


7689 100-000 


7-878 
9-021 
43-774 
392029 


1 9 


10439 
8401 
1746 


8365 


628 
599 
3168 


6556 


| NUMEER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT 


100.000 
80.477 
16.726 


100.000 


EES SO 2 ee ae ee ek a a ee es A ae eS | ees en ees oy eee ae ee es eS 


1 9 


9971 
7863 
1842 


6 7 


100.000 
782859 
18-474 


9-601 
82654 
442147 
37-450 


- * 
*« € 


Teo 


8542 
6544 
1679 


2352 
2120 


* * 
* * 


6) -& 


te 
* % 


100-000 
762610 
19.€56 


100.000 


42-8ES 


ee € kK ee Kk KK F 
ee kK KK eK eK KK Ke 
*_ & &© * & *e & KK eK K€ -— - - 
* * CANADA * | 1A9 
* * * &€ kK *£ & K€ K KE 
me eS ey coe ee ee eS 
AGAINST THE PERSON 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 9034 
CONVINCTIONS 7252 
ACQUITTALS 1634 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 7075 
CONVICTED 5824 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION €39 
PROBATION 498 
FINE 2318 
INSTITUTION 2356 
AGAINST PROPERTY WITH VIOLENCE 
OFFENCES ---- 
CHARGES 15927 
CONVINCTIONS 14806 
ACQUITTALS 1032 
PERSONS ---- 
CHARGES 8362 
CONVICTED 7776 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 708 
PROBATION 1599 
FINE 158 
INSTITUTION $211 


9-105 
20.563 
2-032 
68-300 


1823 
17189 
Sé7 


9265 


sB701 


7S7 
1987 
206 
STi 


100.000 
94.171 
52298 


100.2000 


93.913 


9-160 
22-836 
2-368 
€5-636 


17516 
16366 
1013 


100-000 
93-435 
5.783 


100-000 


93-551 


8.561 
23-538 
22405 
€5-496 


15103 
14126 
a72 


100-000 
934831 
Se774 


8614 100-000 


8027 


639 
2136 
249 
5003 


93.186 


7-961 
26-610 
3-102 
62327 


17786 
16487 
1140 


= ae 


100-000 
92-696 
6-410 


100.000 


17319 
15821 
1222 


100.000 
91.2351 
72056 


8955S 100-000 


8179 


912334 


10-820 
28.964 

3.020 
472414 


14599 


12963 
1397 


100.000 
88-794 
9256S 


100.000 


AGAINST PROPERTY WITHOUT VIOLENCE 


OFFENCES = 
CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS = 
CHARGES 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROBAT ION 
F ENE 
INSTITUTION 


43420 


100.000 
87-398 
11.815 


10C.000 


14-584 
20.985 


45378 
417S7 
31¢7 


23564 


21686 


1C0.000 
92.109 
72045 


1CC.000 


922030 


13.659 
21.2129 
234301 
41.912 


44328 
40426 
3445 


23334 


100-000 
91.197 
Te772 


100.000 


14.177 
21.499 
24-8S¢ 
392425 


36822 100-000 


33756 
2810 


91.673 
72621 


23328 10C.000 


21281 


91-225 


12.476 
222433 
284720 
362370 


46432 
42341 
3445 


26203 


23939 


3593 
4832 
7191 
8321 


100-000 
91.18S 
72419 


15-017 
20-185 
30-039 
34.2759 


45222 
40758 
3705 


26187 


23859 


1C0.-000 
90.129 
82193 


10C.000 


G12110 


14.992 
19-502 
31.380 
342125 


39529 
35432 
3320 


1219€ 


100-000 
89-€35 
8.269 


100-000 


165-784 


14.971 
16-870 
33-711 
34.448 


MALICIOUS OFFENCES AGAIN 
OFFENCES = 


CHARGES 
CONVINCTIONS 
ACQUITTALS 

PERSONS = 
CHARGES 


CONVICTED 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 
PROSATION 
FINE 
INSTITUTION 


ST PROPERTY 


1491 
1275 
199 


100.000 
8S.513 
13.347 


100.000 


85.614 


16.103 


21.820 
242154 


1719 
14S€ 
210 


111s 


100-000 
27-027 
122216 


100-000 


1744 
1535 
181 


1104 


100-000 
€8.016 
10.378 


100.000 


87-772 


19.814 
19.608 


1914 
1682 
203 


10C.000 
87.879 
10.606 


1182 1002000 


1022 


862464 


12.035 
22-603 
34-638 
30-724 


2191 
1905S 
242 


1428 


1250 


27-535 


13.600 
222240 
34-2800 
29-360 


2320 100.000 


20S1 
244 


28.405 
10-517 


1C0.-000 


13.2197 
20-328 
35-902 
30-2574 


1653 
1402 
192 


100-000 
84.815 
11.615 


100-00C 


20.2220 
20-721 
30-731 
28-328 


** * * & * * DATA TAKEN 


TABLES 8 


AND 13 IN DeBeSe 


CATALOGUE 85-201 AND O0e6BeSe 


CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 


S$1-S5S11 * ® &®& & K& & & 


| NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT] 


* * * & *& & & & & & *& CONVICTIONS CF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON INDICTABLE CCAVICTIONS BY NATURE OF CFFENCE * * # * * # *# © # *# # 
eee ee eee Re KR KR REE HK HK KK KK KEE KEK HE 
x © #0 * (ale) 45% (ee =o Sao 2) Se SS Sa ee Se eS EY Ge AR a a a ee ee 
x * CANADA eer yes *en-> a! [ert So hles 36.) Ino toe seer] we og, 6 Ste a ele So) Oe vom | tte o 8G) ae, fl St?..9) ters 
eee eK eK KK KF | NUMBER] PERCENT ] NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT |NUMBER| PERCENT | 
= Re SRR a ae a a a ad 
FORGERY AND CURRENCY OFFENCES 
OFFENCES I I ae 
CHARGES 5702 100-000 5134 100.000 5056 100.000 5628 100-000 5068 100-000 4336 100.000 4615 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 5490 96.282 4945 66.319 4789 94.719 5387 95.718 4651 91.2772 4007 92.412 4287 92.893 
ACQUITTALS 175 3.069 156 32039 221 4.371 179 32181 348 6-867 300 6-919 284 6-154 
PERSONS Fe ee ee 
CHARGES 1323 100.000 1304 100.000 1315 10C.000 1389 100.000 1247 100-000 1335 100.000 1218 100-000 
CONVICTED 1261 9542214 1242 $5-2245 1238 94.144 1313 94.528 1151 92.302 1226 91.835 1123 92.200 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 120 9-516 120 9.662 138 11.147 112 8.606 152 13-206 141 11-501 T25 1ierar 
PROBATION 192 15226 cn co oe | 196 15-832 243 18.507 222 19.288 CAS V7 sds 220 19.590 
FINE 23 1.824 30 2.415 29 2.342 43 3.275 25 2elv2 37 3.018 24 2.137 
INSTITUTION 926 734434 916 73.752 875 70.678 914 66.612 752 654334 835 68.108 7E4 672142 
OTHER —— CRIMINAL CODE 
OFFENCES a=) == SSS = <9) = = = SH Se Se Fe eS ee ee eS = = = = ee 
CHARGES 4924 100.000 6297 100-000 5502 100.000 5754 100-000 6464 100.000 6007 100.000 4502 100.000 
CONVINCTIONS 4189 85.C73 5104 81.054 4746 86.260 4849 84.272 5538 85.674 5062 6842268 359S 79.942 
ACQUITTALS 657 132.2343 1077 17.2103 663 12.050 777 122504 748 11-572 735 126236 669 14.860 
PERSONS SS Sa St a a a a a Se ee 
CHARGES 3474 100.000 4572 100.000 3812 100.000 3934 10C.000 4545 100.000 4277 100-000 3132 100.000 
CONVICTED 3070 88.371 3819 83-530 3375 88.536 3401 864451 3989 87.767 374€ &7.585 2631 84.004 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 207 6-743 235 6.153 209 6.193 269 7.2909 317 7.947 297 72928 233 8.856 
PROBATION 212 6.906 248 62494 271 8.20230 3il 9.144 327 8.198 337 8.996 260 9.882 
FINE 1392 45.342 1893 49.568 1548 45.867 1459 42.899 1749 43.846 151S$ 40.550 917 34.854 
INSTITUTION 1259 41.010 1443 37.785 1347 39.911 1362 40.047 1596 40.010 1593 42.525 1221 662408 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
OFFENCES =e ere ee ee ee ee a ee a eee er eae ee er ee ee Ke eK ee ee SK Ke = = = ee eS KK SS 
CHARGES 683 100.000 593 100.000 576 100.000 686 100-000 796 100.000 1514 100.000 2142 100.000 
CONV INCTIONS 547 80.C88 5Cl 64.486 453 76.646 513 74.781 542 68.090 1119 73-910 154S$ 72.316 
ACQUITTALS 106 15.520 €8 112467 94 16.319 109 15-6889 165 20.729 270 17-834 497 23-203 
PERSONS S=fSi= SoS. Sl] Sao —9eh Se) Set SSeS. Sh Shs. SVS ee Fee SSS. = Se ee eee 
CHARGES 421 100.000 496 1C€0.000 446 100.000 222 100-000 616 100.000 1283 100.000 1777 100.000 
CONVICTED 361 €5.748 410 82.661 356 79.821 174 78.378 428 694481 963 75.058 1318 74.170 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
NO PROBATION 7 1.939 20 4.878 19 5.337 6 32448 34 7.944 t23 "129773 164 12.443 
PROBATION 6 1.662 15 3-659 20 5-618 18 10.345 51 114.916 191 19.834 307 234293 
FINE 47 13.019 73 17-2805 34 9-551 30) Pisreeat 26 62075 34 36531 36 2-731 
INSTITUTION 301 83.379 302 73.659 283 79.454 120 68-965 317 74-065 615 63-863 811 61.532 
CHARGES 
OFFENCES S| 5 = 5 5 22) |] = = = = = = = 5 2S] =] f= = -— = | = SS Ses SS eS Se Se 2 eS eee 
CHARGES 81181 100-000 86674 100-000 84546 100.000 74472 100.000 89176 100.000 86689 100.000 75582 100.000 
CONV INCTIONS 71SO7 88-C83 78518 GS0.590 76260 90.199 67242 90.292 79865 89.559 76681 88.455 €5776 87-026 
ACQUITTALS 8934 11.005 7298 8-420 7338 8.679 6443 8-652 7834 8.785 8318 9.595 8038 10.635 
PERSONS === = = 3 = = = eS = Se = Se = ee = Se ES ee eS ee ee Ce Se ee Se eee 
CHARGES 42935 100-000 47616 100-000 46551 100-000 46358 10C€-000 51080 100.000 51388 100.000 33901 100.000 
CONVICTED 38663 90-050 42914 902125 42067 904432 41603 89.743 45670 89.409 45703 88.937 38609 113.887 
SENTENCE 
SUSPENDED 
evtsiencine ocoe ookce oe 116311 4903 11.647 4308 10.355 5729 124544 5809 12-710 4860 12.588 
. 698 17.938 7827 18.593 8289 19.924 8538 18.695 e577 18.767 6847 17.734 
FINE 8503 21-993 10068 23.531 10124 24.049 11042 26.6541 12778 27.979 12636 276648 10558 27.346 
INSTITUTION 18693 48-349 20253 472194 19238 456699 17945 43.124 18616 40.762 17874 39.109 16343 42.329 
** * * * & * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLES 8 AND 13 IN 0D-86S- CATALOGUE 85-201 AND 0-BeS- CATALOGUES 91-202 ANDO 91-511 * * *#& # * & & & 


**e* *€ *€ © kK KK HK * 
HE OME CR ee oe ee 
** *€ *€ ee KK KK KK 
* #* NEWFOUNDLAND *« | 
ee ek eK Ke eK KK 
**e ee kK ee KK eK KK 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS —- MALE 
CONVICTIONS —- FEMALE 


1 9 


1678 


6 


6 


952941 


* CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON SUMMARY CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE 


1 9 


& 


ee £€ eK EE KEE KK KE KK KE HK HK & © KR * * kK eK RK KK kK KK KK KK KK 


* 


x * * 
* * *€ *® 


6 


tag SI 


* * 
*x* * 


1 =] 


2143 


* * * 
* * * 


8 


| NUMBER] PERCENT |NUMBER| PERCENT |NUMBER] PERCENT | 


98.756 


SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
WITH PROBATION 


WITHOUT PROBATION 


GAOL 


1326 


752815 


86 2233 


8.151 


32356 


1912 


141 


88.111 


6.498 


1-797 


2e765 


FEDERAL STATUTES 


CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 
FINE 

SUSPENDED SENTENCE — 


WITH PROBATION 


@ITHOUT PROBATION 


GAOL 


90.121 


2-080 


5-199 


PROVINCIAL STATUTES 


CONVICTIONS —- MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 
FINE 


SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
WITH PROBATION 


WITHOUT PROBATION 


GAOL 


MUNTCIPAL BY-LAWS 


CONVICTIONS 


MALE 


CONVICTIONS FEMALE 


rINe 

SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
WITH PROBATION 
WITHOUT PROBATION 


GAOL 


90-004 


5-018 


4.745 


0.078 


972231 


22662 


0.106 


ALL SUMMARY OFFENCES 


* 


CONVICT TONS 


MALE 


CONVICTIONS FEMALE 


97-603 


FINE 

SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
WITH PROBATION 
WITHOUT PROBATION 


GAOL 


88.038 


5-016 


3-065 


0.838 


332 


942130 


22236 


0-300 


2-320 


~_*e* * *& kK ek * DATA 


ee a ee a a AE Le aS 
6 Wane {Sot | Le) AO ak we alis G OOk 65260) lg eos 6 eens el 
|NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT 
2566 95.854 i 2300. arta bcs “Byeats z 1837 seruay 
Mine 4.146 ; Ag eeio . heh : Pe. a aay ere 
2229 83.265 1866 79.438 945 77.396 1572 81.451 
0 00 gos Satie Wisc Wetoce, © ce Webecn” 
314 11.730 tae loess. ’ “33 7 Sere i Pete Dy oe 
134 5.006 i ie aie a oes ‘ eee a so ers 
0) 0-0 oe ona? 7 : ; ato a eal Soest . 
ee, cater’ “Yass “aricas W¥ecs So laie) ero. arlsed) 
baz atass © 26 W2tsi2 “SG otsts © 16 choke | 
608 95.597 824 954260 600 98.522 658 95.640 
Orr, Beret? © 5 Maisie Oc toes © Go citeas- 
Pees  itigs © 17 atces * 2 isch * 7 etag 
Ot Fs Petts © i Metres 2 ote, 
Pe ae eee 
ioios “92.386 aetee errye 956s "97.792 ‘J 9521 siveta’ 
Whais” “7icls Mhcaa WSiaac “dic Wetzca “Misis Teense: 
9928 9046741 10912 62.396 9273 94.806 9109 90.763 
ye mse © 70 Sitsss © cs ofe@s “ise  1bse5 
5 ae : aan » ae eee) > 189 ¢ ese . 263 wre 
‘ "3 - tits “— a ites J a ‘ anit _ — Toteaa 
Wicen 30385 °F aap “Viols "aaa 2uAba ° 450 alzaa 
Ee, Se ac. Bets Az, Sets Mises Selers 
Me woo wie, hs eines. 8g Mitses © a1 Whpee 
2717 95-4300 754 91.951 398 81.893 1663 88-741 
Pa er Ow OG Redes © ze tetas Mies shee 
, my 7 at - re isi isi z Sines 86 4.589 
al 0 r Bb eds cg. ae . fio cs ows 0) 0-0 
Da aa Oc ea 0 040 
15929 ‘eiies “yse78 on {ies2 "97.809 “13821 956134 
Ms 6 a eras. M ee. Mhgas. ve 265 ; 5.191 707 4-866 
15482 90-512 14356 90.608 11216 9246717 13002 89-496 
aaa 0 ‘ <0 =, ey 4.803 > 255 c Biifca 442 32042 
ee " é.559 _ ee idea me ae c 26215 487 3.352 
ve 147 ; Odse 3 Wiss Bis. z fas 4 0-951 116 0.798 
3 Rae 7 Di, 4 jass- ee . 2a3 ‘ 2-009 481 3.311 
TAKEN FROM TABLE 15 IN 0D.BeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND D+B+S-e 


CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-511 * 


xe oe ee KOK & KOK & & CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON SUMMARY CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * 4 * * #& * * & * * * # 
esenweeeuneneeznunepReeeeuneue RHQ RH KEHAHEHKEKEKRHKHKHREREAH KE KK HEHEHE HK HHEKKHKEKHE KEK EK EHH E HE EF € 
*& S&S 8 BOK K RO Km HS KS ew ee ee ee a A Re rr ee ee 
* *PRINCE EDWARD Ie * | 1 9 6 2 ‘| {1 <9 96 ese EP to? 6) ol a Yon Ges 2a) el 0) 6 6 et et oc wel RS TE yt | 
ee & ee ee KKK | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | 
a me a ee re re me me ree mee cme ew re Fume re a Fe ee ee ee ce mre ea ee ar ele 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 225 9966154 239 99.583 249 98.810 687 97.724 421 98.595 427 99.766 492 99.194 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 9 3.846 1 0.417 3 1-190 16 22276 6 12405 1 0-234 4 0-806 
FINE 181 77.2350 180 75.2000 232 92.063 667 94.879 410 96.019 417 972430 482 97.177 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE mm ra my mee ar re 
WITH PROBATION fo) 0.0 4 1.667 3 1.190 3 00427 2 0-468 1 0.234 s 1.008 
WITHOUT PROBATION 28 114966 5 2-083 te) 0.0 6 0.853 1 02234 1 0234 fo) 0.0 
GAOL 25 104684 51 214250 17 6-746 27 3-841 14 3.279 9 2-103 9 1.815 
OTHER fo) 0.0 fo) 0.0 to) 0.0 ) 0.0 (0) 0-0 fe) 0-0 fo) 0-0 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2 100-000 7 100.000 22 100.000 220 954652 65 97.015 165 93.220 121 100.000 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE (0) 0.0 0) 0-0 fe) 0-0 10 4.348 2 2-985 12 6-780 (0) 0.0 
FINE 2 100-000 7 100.000 14 634636 209 90.870 59 88-060 162 91-525 119 98.347 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE = = f=) = =] = 3 = = Sa Ss ie SS = SS SS SS See ee 
WITH PROBATION (o} 0-0 ° 0.0 2 9.091 19 8.261 8 11-940 13 72345 2 1.653 
WITHOUT PROBATION 0 0.0 (0) 0.0 Siiecetet, fo} 0.0 (e) 0.0 fe) 0.0 ° 0-0 
GAOL fe) 0.0 ) 0-0 1 4.545 2 0-870 fo} 0.0 2 12130 (0) 0.0 
OTHER 0 0.0 0) 0-0 (0) 0.0 0 0.0 fe) 0-0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 824 99.758 764 98.581 732 972470 4253 97.613 2710 96.786 3933 96.114 4505 952465 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 2 02242 11 1-419 19 2-530 104 2-387 90 3e214 159 3-886 214 4.535 
FINE 820 99.4274 775 1CC.000 751 100.000 4272 982049 2794 99.786 4091 99.976 4719 100-000 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - - —- - —-- - - -=-- -==-- === = f= = = = fF Fee er rrr err er eer reer ee eH Fe rT re 
WITH PROBATION 0 00 (0) 0-0 to) 0-0 2 0-046 0 0-0 to) 0.0 ° 0.0 
WITHOUT PROBATION 6 0.726 to) 0-0 to) 0.0 75 1.721 4 0.143 ° 0.0 ° 0-0 
GAOL 0) 0.0 to} 0-0 fo) 0-0 7 0.161 2 0.071 1 0.024 C0) 0-0 
OTHER to) 0.0 to) 0-0 O 0-0 1 0-023 C0) 0.0 fe) 0.0 ce) 0-0 
MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS - MALE 1208 99.098 1561 996111 1458 98.915 1730 98.407 1736 99.087 2034 97.835 1781 98-616 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 11 0.902 14 0.889 16 1.085 28 1.593 16 0-913 45 22165 25 1.384 
FINE 778 €34823 1238 78.603 1164 78.969 1488 84.642 1525 87.043 1935 93.074 1566 686.711 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - - —~ - —~-- - - -------------- -- = - = - - = = - = =e ee eee ree rer rrr eH eee 
WITH PROBATION to) 0-0 fe) 0.0 () 0.0 (0) 0.0 te) 0.0 fe) 0.0 to) 0-0 
WITHOUT PROBATION 28 20297 0) 0.0 to) 0-0 1 0.057 fe) 0.0 (0) 0.0 1 0-055 
GAOL 413 33.880 337 21.397 310 21.031 269 15.2301 227 12.957 144 6-926 239 134234 
OTHER fo) 0.0 0) 0.0 fe) 0.0 0 0.0 to) 0.0 fo} 0.0 te) 0.0 
ALL SUMMARY OFFENCES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2259 99.036 2571 $8999 2461 98.479 6890 97.758 4932 97-741 6559 96.798 6899 96.598 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 22 02964 26 1-001 38 1-521 158 22242 114 2.259 217 3.202 243 3.402 
FINE 1781 78.080 2200 84.713 2161 86.475 6636 94.154 4788 94.887 6605 974476 6886 96.416 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - - —- - —- ~-—- ----------=--- -- = - == - - = = - = = - ee eee eee Hee HHH HHH HK 
WITH PROBATION ° 0-0 4 0.154 Ss 0.200 24 0.341 10 0.198 14 0-207 te 0.098 
WITHOUT PROBATION 62 2-718 5 02193 5 0.200 82 1-163 Ss 0.099 1 0.015 1 0-014 
GAOL 438 19.202 388 14.940 328 1342125 305 4.327 243 4.816 156 20302 248 32472 
OTHER te) 0.0 to) 0.0 (0) 0.0 1 0.014 te) 0.0 to) 0.0 (0) 0-0 


s* * © * * * * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLE 15 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-511 ** x*e 4£¢# 2% &€ 


* * * € € &€& KK KK KK K 
CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON SUMMARY CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * *€ * & * # & & & * 
SEES EEE SE ETE Te RK DE EELS 4TH Ce Ce Oe OK CK Oe Oe OE OH OH RIK ROR Oe 
ee eee CK KEKE HR HER HEE KEKE KE KEK KKK KR EK EK 
eS ES ESBS ARE REE EERE GH a i i i i VE Re Ry 
* * NOVA SCOTIA * 1691816 |) ©. a ee 5 eT eee ae 
e* ek Rk KK KE KK & Loreen ehreeene 3 Qe Sepia lid ohiyn2d 6 a-Ap ale) shiva 5 eal ohne Ow SesGmeheetseteree Biel b bee Zig Ghe® 
fe &) Seth Bolin oth mage U BER |PERCENT ] NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT [NUMBER | PERCENT] 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2892 97.374 2901 98.106 2794 98.035 3007 972630 3036 97-841 3049 984387 3382 97.915 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 78 = 2 €26 sé 1.894 56 14965 ve PY Ae) 67 24159 50 14613 72 242085 
FINE 2662 89.630 2635 89.111 2540 89.123 2857 92.760 2835 91.363 2738 88.351 2842 82-281 
SSS ONE} EES 0 eR ae rm a a i ee fy ee ee en ot ee ee 
WITH PROBATION 65 22189 71 2<e401 94 3.298 46 16494 67 2.159 92 2.969 89 De Sing. 
WITHOUT PROBATION 82 2-761 80 2-705 45 1.579 62 2-013 95 3-062 Te 20485 69 1.998 
GAOL 161 52421 era 5.783 171 6-000 115 3.734 106 3-416 174 5-615 189 5-472 
OTHER 0 0.0 (0) 0-0 o 0-0 (0) 0.0 oO 020 18 0.581 265 720672 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 536 98.349 614 97.2152 486 97.787 555 98.057 777 98.479 614 98.083 1087 96.536 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 9 1.651 18 2.848 oy 2213 11 1.943 12 1.521 12 1.917 39 32464 
FINE 526 96.514 603 952411 474 95.372 535 94.523 761 96.451 616 984403 1109 98.490 
Bes SSE OM Ss Es NIN i a a me ee ae me ee oe Sa es ee ee Se i, SS es ee 
WITH PROBATION Co) 0-0 4 0-633 8 1.610 8 1.413 Z, 0.887 1 02160 6 0.533 
WITHOUT PROBATION 3 0.550 4 0-633 fC) 9.0 6 1.060 6 0-760 te) 0.0 1 0.089 
GAOL 15 2.752 21 32323 15 3-018 1s 22650 14 1.774 8 1.278 9 0.799 
OTHER 1 0.183 0) 020 (0) 0.0 2 0.353 1 0.127 1 0-160 1 0.089 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 16953 974858 20871 964255 21870 9846213 25310 9646247 29026 9546868 28367 954647 32963 95.675 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 371 22142 812 32745 398 1.787 987 3.753 1251 4-132 1291 4.353 1490 4.325 
FINE 16499 95.238 21136 97.477 22181 99.609 25519 97.041 29065 95-6997 28510 966129 32749 952054 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - - - —-- - > ----------- -- -- ee errr err rrr rrr rrr errr rr rrr rr 
WITH PROBATION 4 0.023 3 0.014 (0) 0.0 0 020 44 0.145 2 0.007 15 02044 
WITHOUT PROBATION 468 2-701 375 1.729 3 0-013 1 0.004 1 0-003 to) 0.0 7 0-020 
GAOL 267 1.541 93 0.429 z 0.031 155 0-589 201 0-664 216 0.728 164 02476 
OTHER 86 0.496 76 0-351 Tile 02346 622 2.365 966 3-191 930 32136 1518 42406 
MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS - MALE 4042 92.579 318 97.846 520 966296 540 93.913 384 966241 863 93.297 2063 93.773 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 324 72421 7 2.154 20 3.704 35 6.087 15 3.759 62 66703 137. 6.227 
FINE 4361 99.2885 324 99.2692 535 99.074 558 974-043 399 100.000 923 99.784 2199 99.955 
SS OENDECRSENTENGCEN =a) ==. = pe gp SS SS he en ae aS Se ee ee eee ee 
wITH PROBATION ° 0.0 (0) 0-0 0 0.0 fo} 0.0 0 0.0 ° 0.0 i) 0.0 
WITHOUT PROBATION (0) 0.0 to) 0-0 1 0.185 4 0 696 to) 0-0 0 0-0 ° 0.0 
GAOL 5 02115 1 0.308 4 00741 Te 1.217 to) 0.0 2 0.216 1 0.045 
OTHER Co) 0.0 (0) 0-0 to) 0-0 6 12043 Co) 0.0 to) 0.0 Co) 0.0 
ALL SUMMARY OFFENCES ee eee A re eal en ee eS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 24423 966897 24704 966511 25670 984146 29412 964376 33223 96-109 32893 954876 39495 954785 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 782 32.103 8S3 32489 485 1.854 1106 3.624 1345 3-891 Ab A155 Se bhhe.. SIISE BES 
FINE 24048 95.410 24698 964488 25730 984375 29469 964563 33060 954638 32787 95.567 38899 94.339 
FUSCERIEOSCENTENCEE Sore) — pice Seb es = hea a SS OS OO Re ~ Ai = Pe er >> S ae See 
° e 7 
WITH PROBATION 69 0.274 78 0-305 102 0.390 54 0.177 a ; 8 Ba im Sy Serre if ue s beget 
ee eee eet Ee ORR. 77 00224 77 02187 
WITHOUT PROBATION 553 22194 459 1.793 49 00187 73 0-239 A 192 : idea 9 Mallen, CFESA hegua ap 
GAOL 448 1777 286 pe I ir 197 0.753 292 0.957 321 C929 7 208%,  iekeey © ae) ¥ iS the 
OTHER aig DA a ATER ne RATT em rarll Bn se AAO ons BEDin BORE Meet Rinne SEL ~ sea ee Rien 
CATALOGUES 91-202 ANDO 91-511 * * * * * & & * & 


k & & & ® * * * DATA TAKEN FROM TABLE 15 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND D-BeSe 


* *& & & * & & & & * & & CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON SUMMARY COAVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * * * # # #& * *# # * * 
eee be eee KE KK eK ROK Lh KKK EH He KK RK RK eK KE RK Kh UK KEK KK HK KEK KE KE REE Eh Hh EU KU KU KU 
S°S' 4 £4 SH € ORS EK HS Se SE OS SS Se 8 SS Se Se ---Y € AR ------ eer ec er er errr reer rrr 
* * NEW BRUNSWICK #7 [OLY Poche Ta" ary 1 ote Vas | eo 6. Fae! Fi eo Pe es Fierro 66 Gre et ae Owe el 9 6 8 
* & * & & & & & & & * | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER|PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER |PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER |PERCENT |NUMBER| PERCENT | 
eeeeeee ee ee —- -—- | - g- Kg Kr Mg er er cer ltr nw ree —------ - - - ee eer ere —-=--- - |= - - ee eer err ee 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2132 97.843 2163 974432 2144 98.124 2419 98.614 2977 974224 3048 984481 3367 98.623 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 47 2.157 S7 22568 41 1.876 34 1.386 85 20776 47 1.519 47 1.377 
FINE 1698 77-926 1747 78.694 1893 86.636 2073 84.509 2641 864251 2732 88.271 2838 83.128 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - - -~- - - - - - ---------- = -----------------+--- - = - - - eH eer ree 
WITH PROBATION 70 30212 105 4-730 40 1-831 49 1.998 91 2-972 35 1.131 68 1.992 
WITHOUT PROBATION 149 62838 115 5.180 76 32478 205 8.357 161 5.258 164 5-299 195 5-712 
GAOL 262 12.024 253 11.396 176 8.055 126 Sin lay 169 5-519 164 5.299 278 8.143 
OTHER (a) 0.0 to) 0.0 (0) 0.0 to) 0.0 Ce) 0.0 fo) 0.0 35 1.025 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 699 96.149 542 94.590 458 93.852 641 94.404 1045 98.030 1051 984408 1064 96.116 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 28 3.851 31 5410 30 62148 38 5 0596 21 1.970 ir 1-592 43 3.884 
FINE 70? 974249 543 94.764 474 97.2131 662 S$7.496 1045 98.030 1047 98.034 1093 98.735 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - - —- - - ~--—- ----------- - Qe SSeS SS SSS ee ee eS Se me Pe SE SSS 
WITH PROBATION 7 0-963 6 1-047 ° 0-0 ta) 0-0 3 0.281 6 0.562 1 0.090 
wITHOUT PROBATION 1 0.138 rf, 1.222 c 0.0 2 0.295 2 0.188 13 16217 1 0.090 
GAOL 3 0.688 8 12396 6 1.230 3 02442 5 02469 2 0.187 4 0-361 
OTHER rT, 0.963 9 1.571 8 1.639 12 1.767 11 1.032 (0) 0.0 8 0.723 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 14251 976197 1435€ 966784 14327 966667 16339 976447 20159 97.4467 18504 97.951 18208 97.348 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 411 2-803 477 3-216 494 3.333 428 2.553 524 2-533 387 2.049 496 2-652 
FINE 14375 98.043 14506 ¢7.795 14507 97.881 16392 97.763 20042 96.901 18634 98.640 18358 98.150 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - —- - - - —~-- - ---------- = -------- - - ee ee reer rrr rrr re rere re 
WITH PROBATION 2 0-014 1 02007 2 0-013 26 0.155 to) 0.0 Co) 0.0 3 0-016 
WITHOUT PROBATION 61 02416 29 0-196 6 0.040 23 0.137 Liz 0.082 19 0-101 
GAOL 68 0-464 44 0.297 99 0-668 67 0-400 127 0-614 27 02143 
OTHER 156 1.064 253 1-706 207 1.397 259 1.545 497 22403 211 1.117 
MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS - MALE 1388 96.725 4386 97.164 613 95.039 4429 93.203 3480 98.444 5272 99.060 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 47 3.275 128 2 836 32 4.961 323 6-797 55 1.556 50 02939 
FINE 1431 99.721 4513 99.978 642 99.535 4748 99.916 3534 99.972 5322 100.000 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE —- - - - - —- - - - = -- ---- = =- = ---------- - - ee ee eH eH rere 
WITH PROBATION 0 0-0 to) 0.0 te) 0.0 (0) 0.0 (0) 0-0 ° 0-0 
WITHOUT PROBATION 4 0.279 to) 0.0 2 0.310 1 0.021 1 0.028 © 0-0 
GAOL 0 0.0 1 0-022 1 00155 3 0.063 oO 0.0 0 0.0 
OTHER fe) 0.0 ta) 0.0 (0) 0.0 to) 0-0 te) 0.0 ° 0-0 
ALL SUMMARY OFFENCES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 18470 S$7.195 21447 96.870 17542 964709 23828 96.661 27661 97.583 27875 96.234 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 533 2-805 693 32130 S5S7 3-291 823 32339 685 26417 501 1-766 
FINE 18211 95-4832 21309 S66247 17516 9646565 23875 966852 27262 964176 27735 97.4741 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE - - —- - - - - ----------- = ------------- - - ee ee ee eH ee Ke 
WITH PROBATION 79 0-416 112 0-506 42 0-232 75 0-304 94 0.332 41 02144 
WITHOUT PROBATION 215 1.131 151 0-682 84 0-463 231 0.937 181 0.639 196 0-691 
GAOL 335 1.763 306 1.382 282 1-555 199 0.807 301 1-062 193 0.680 
OTHER 163 0.858 262 1.183 215 1-185 271 1.099 508 1.792 211 0.744 
* © # * * * &© # DATA TAKEN FROM TABLE 15 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND DeBeSe CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-S11 * ® 
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TAKEN FROM TABLE 15 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 


AND OeBeSe 


CATALOGUES 91-202 


AND 91-511 Se 


‘ * ee kK KK * * CONVICTIONS OF OFFENCES PUNISHABLE ON SUMMARY CONVICTIONS BY NATURE OF OFFENCE * #4 # # # HR KK HE 
a we wee te ee ee ee ek a Se ee RR A Ree RS Oe ee kK Ake Oe eR SAUER ke eee es 
Reta tae he ee Ge Cae Woe a oe ee YY A RO See 
: : mene ne se eee One oe? 1S 3 ie te be ta) 1 Boils Meet hy bo Nene * fe ieee gill leet se eta. | 
PPS ak : ‘ [NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER] PERCENT | NUMBER |PERCENT | NUMBER| PERCENT | NUMBER | PERCENT |NUMBER] PERCENT | 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 3857 922428 4490 91.801 4501 93.829 4685 92.993 4618 93.671 5341 91.362 5490 94.737 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 316 7572 401 8.199 296 6.171 353 7.007 312 62329 505 8.638 305 $2263 
FINE 28€4 68.632 3437 70.272 3410 71.086 3628 72.013 3458 70.142 4159 71.143 4145 71-527 
SOUS Be NO De Se NING me se ae mr nea es a ee eee ee ee a eee en 
WITH PROBATION 140 30255 137 2-801 188 3-919 158 3-136 219 40442 244 40174 181 22123 
WITHOUT PROBATION 319 7e€44 256 5-234 305 6-358 370 72344 506 10.264 384 6-569 297 5.125 
GAOL 850 20.369 1061 21.693 894 18.637 882 17.2507 747 152152 1059 18.115 1032 17-80€ 
OTHER Co) 0.0 Co} 0-0 to) 0-0 ° 0.0 0 0.0 Co) 0.0 140 20416 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS - MALE 1159 93.392 1454 92.025 2501 93-460 2017 934.078 1983 88.844 1886 93.831 1910 92.854 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 82 6-608 126 72S75 175 6-540 150 6.922 249 114215€ 124 62169 147 7146 
FINE 949 76.471 1170 74.051 2189 81.801 1673 77.203 1800 80-645 1526 75.920 1803 87.€52 
SUSPENDEDUSENT ENCE 0 8 me a a a a a a ea = RR = = EK = EE SS SE 
WITH PROBATION 49 3.948 89 5-633 57 22130 55 2-538 97 4.346 Si, 1.841 12 0.583 
WITHOUT PROBATION 64 5.157 63 32987 62 2.317 99 4.569 39 1.747 5 02249 12 0-583 
GAOL 98 7-897 es 5-380 104 3-886 34 1.569 67 32002 30 1.493 109 5-299 
OTHER al 6.527 173. 10.949 264 9.2865 306 14.121 229 106260 412 20.497 121 5-882 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 47399 954215 5C644 954378 58629 94.820 71724 934650 80979 93.992 70689 &9.228 84165 92.879 


CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 2382 4-785 2464 42622 3203 Se180 48€3 62350 5176 62008 8534 10.772 6453 7el2l 


FINE 48019 96.460 51343 S6+695 59643 96.460 74476 974244 85107 98-784 74082 93.511 88499 97.662 
Sco ENDEDESENTENG =e 8 ee ee a 
WITH PROBATION 46 0.092 s2 02173 663 1.072 216 0.282 208 04241 73 0.092 45 02050 
WITHOUT PROBATION 776 1.559 552 1.040 570 0.922 152 C2198 390 06452 2514 34173 226 0.249 
GAOL 93 0.187 105 0.198 53 0.086 55 C.072 25 0.029 156 04197 330 0.364 
OTHER 847 1.701 1006 1.895 903 12460 1688 24204 425 0.493 2398 3.027 1518 1.675 


MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 


CONVICTIONS — MALE 4673 906597 4057 90-417 5714 906212 5608 83-914 15131 866557 5989 826210 7837 85.000 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 485 9.403 430 9.583 620 96788 1075 164086 2350 136443 1296 176790 1383 15-000 
FINE 4051 78-538 4089 91.130 5071 80-060 5612 683-974 16812 96461723 7158 S8.257 8659 93.915 
SUR ENOE OE SENTENCEAMI EEE ot satan ee She ee a ee ae en a Ne 

WITH PROBATION 2 0.2039 0, 00 3 02047 23 02344 1 02006 4 0.055 1 0.011 

wITHOUT PROBATION 640 12.408 125 2.786 942 14.872 507 72586 3 0.017 108 12482 2 6.022 
GAOL 465 9.015 273 6.084 318 5.021 539 8.065 665 3.804 15 02206 1 0.011 
OTHER On wKOls10 0 0-20 Gn O10 2 0-030 0 0.0 0 0.0 557 6.041 


ALL SUMMARY OFFENCES 
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CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 3825 4.609 5301 5-307 5076 5-329 5204 5.276 6636 6.022 6673 5.875 4098 4.604 
FINE 63308 76.290 73038 734.117 69772 7346255 74915 74.514 80693 73.230 83879 73-8£1 65475 73-4556 
SUSPENDED) ‘SENTENCE = - 2 2 = 2 Se 2S SoS 2 a ee Sea ers SS Se a ee ee ee ee 
WITH PROBATION 2611 3.146 34 8&6 3-490 3836 4.027 4216 42193 6175 5.604 6674 5.876 3897 4.378 
WITHOUT PROBATION 5625 6.778 9197 9.207 8203 8.612 8064 8.021 8973 8.143 6933 62104 6844 7.689 
GAOL 11309 13.628 14138 (14.153 13402 14.071 13298 135227 14350 13.023 "~15847 13-953 11823) 35282 
OTHER 130 0.157 33 0.033 33 0.035 45 0.045 fe) 0.0 245 0216 975 1.095 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 63478 94.957 40942 95.982 43295 96.055 41128 95-582 29858 9246767 28022 934566 24413 94-841 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 3571 5.043 1714 4.018 1778 3.945 1901 4.418 2328 72233 1927 66434 1328 5.159 
FINE 61839 92.505 37745 88.487 40252 894304 38594 85.693 27218 84.565 24711 824510 22361 86-869 
SUSPENDED SENTENCE —- —- — — — — a oa Se SOLS Ly SS, SRS ae a Sas 2 Se SE Se. 2a * ae ee eee 
WITH PROBATION 902 1.345 1263 3.008 1296 2-875 1344 32123 1215 3.775 DS 3.850 880 32419 
wITHOUT PROBATION 2083 30116 1726 4.046 137 2-922 824 1.915 867 22694 1012 3.379 828 Se2i7 
GAOL 1598 2.390 1468 32441 1382 3-066 1377 3-200 1511 4.695 WO leer/ 3.930 937 32640 
OTHER 427 0.€39 434 VOL) 7 826 1.833 390 2.068 1375 4.272 1896 6.331 735 2-855 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS - MALE 887436 93-734 960837 9344111084854 93.3621160444 9341491297075 9249511288977 9342391420952 92.914 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 59326 60266 67771 6-589 77128 60638 85353 6-851 98360 72049 93474 6.761 108361 7.086 
FINE 907221 954824 983426 9546071114056 9568751190238 9545401335721 9547211317147 9502761472162 96-263 
SUSPENDED: SENTENCE = = =) 3 & 2a 2S SS 22S Ss Saas NSPS SS SSS 2S SS SS Sa Se ee ee 
WITH PROBATION 1033 0.109 172s C2168 2595 0.223 2142 0.172 2613 0.187 2083 0.161 1298 0.085 
WITHOUT PROBATION 22665 20394 2£304 2460 26720 2.300 28573 26294 32477 2-327 3686C 2.666 28229 1.846 
GAOL 10126 1-070 11160 1-085 11178 0-962 13005 1-044 15889 12139 16029 1.159 15604 1.020 
OTHER 5917 0-€25 6953 0-680 7433 0.640 11839 0.950 a735 0-.62€ 10332 0.747 12020 0.786 
MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 251765 93-4812 282222 94.057 314689 94.891 318721 94.622 382137 94.639 355934 94.4634 143177 90-691 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 16606 6-188 17833 52943 16942 5.109 18114 5.378 21647 5-361 20182 6.366 14696 92309 
FINE 257141 95.F15 2896S6 S6.548 319678 96.396 318675 94.609 395162 97.8E5 365044 97.056 154809 98.055 
SUSPENDED: SENTENGE »§ > Sa. of S92 Sa iS s,s, Sa Se Ae 28 2 eel eee 2/404 «29006 202 66a 
WITH PROBATION 1019 0.380 478 0-159 211 0-064 3S7 0.118 342 0.085 414 0.110 196 0.124 
WITHOUT PROBATION 7043 22624 €598 2-199 7220 Zate? "13639 4.049 5218 1.262 5878 1.563 1865 12181 
GAOL 3168 1.180 3280 1.093 4302 1.297 3998 1.187 2911 0-721 4596 1.222 332 0.210 
OTHER fo) 0.0 (0) 0.0 220 0.066 125 0.037 151 0.037 184 0.049 673 0.426 
ALL SUMMARY OFFENCES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 1281837 9349101378592 93.7051533008 9328231615527 9345891812625 93.3571779838 93.5731673458 92.870 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE €3128 6-090 92619 6.295 100924 6.177 110672 6-411 128971 6.643 122256 6-427 128483 7e13C 
FINE 1289509 9444721383905 94.0661543758 94.4811622422 93.9881838794 94.7051790781 S4.1481714807 95.164 
SUSPENDEO SENTENCE == = = + 2 2 2 QS SSeS ES SES Ss SSS 2 SS ® Shh] SeeeSis Bee] ee” fee eee eee ee 
wITH PROBATION 5565 02408 6972 0.474 7938 0-486 8099 0.469 10345 0.533 10324 0.£43 6271 0.348 
WITHOUT PROBATION 37416 20741 42825 2-911 4346C 26660 51100 2-960 47535 226448 50683 2-665 37766 2-096 
GAOL 26201 1.920 3004€ 2-042 30264 1.852 31678 1.835 34661 1.785 37649 1.979 28696 1.593 
OTHER 6474 0.474 7460 0.507 8512 0.521 12899 0.747 10261 0.528 12657 0.665 14403 C.799 
* * * © € € * *€ DATA TAKER FROM TABLF 15 IN DeBeSe CATALOGUE 85-201 AND 0eB.Se CATALOGUES 91-202 AND 91-511 * © & # *# * * * & 
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1.451 
0-019 


0.365 
0-001 


11.577 
0.350 


22412 
0-085 


1.44C 
0-031 


0.463 
0-017 


14.039 
0.641 


0.879 
0.059 


** 4 * # * # & * CONVICTION RATE PER 1000 POPULATICN AGES 15 TO 69 ON SUMMARY CONVICTION BY OFFENCE CATEGORY * * * * 
PIE PPG PING IIS I PS BS I OE IN Se ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
A Ea A Ne a ee ea Og py oe ee ele 
chee eee eee wa ae So 2 oe a ts 6 4k “oe guy a Eo "GS % eh to Bee: wee ut xo 
* * * & * # * * & * * |NUMBER| RATE | NUMBER] RATE |NUMBER| RATE [NUMBER] RATE |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER] RATE |NUMBER| RATE 
SPS ERO RS SIs Be Se Ol RS BRE SS te a Ee ae ee ee ee ee, Sr a ee ee, Bo ee oe ees 
* * NEWFOUNDLAND * * 

CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2566 1.945 2250 1.703 1187 0-866 1837 1.322 1678 1.187 1438 0.996 2143 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 111 0-090 sg 0-047 34 02026 93 0.071 wa 0-053 22 0-016 ei 

FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 614 0 +466 eas C2628 603 02440 670 0.482 550 0.389 530 0-367 539 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 22 0.018 20 0-016 6 02005 18 0-014 27 0-020 10 0-007 1 

PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 10108 7-663 11168 &.303 9565 €-982 9521 6-850 B446 5-973 11084 7e676 17099 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 833 0-675 642 0.509 216 0-168 515 0.393 492 0.367 287 0.209 493 

MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2641 2.002 775 0.576 477 0-348 1793 1.290 2431 1.719 915 0-634 3562 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 210 0.170 45 0.036 9 0.007 81 0.062 140 0.105 24 0.018 120 

* *PRINCE EDWARD I.* * 

CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 225 0.717 239 0-756 249 0.781 687 22140 421 1e27€ 427 1.310 492 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 9 0-030 1 0-003 3 0.010 16 0.052 6 0.019 1 0.003 4 

FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE a 0.006 iy 0-022 22 0.069 220 0.685 65 0.197 165 0-506 121 
CONVICTIONS - FEMALE 0 0.0 0 0.0 ° 0-0 10 0-033 2 0-006 12 0.039 ) 

PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE B24 2624 764 2.418 732 2.295 4253 134249 2710 8-212 3933 12.064 4505 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 2 0.007 11 0.037 19 0-063 104 0-341 90 0.292 159 0-511 214 

MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 1208 3-847 1561 4.940 1458 4.571 1730 5-389 1736 5.261 2034 60239 1781 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 11 0.037 14 0.047 16 0.053 28 0.092 16 0-052 45 02145 25 

* * NOVA SCOTIA * * 

CRIMINAL CODE ° 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2892 1.281 2901 ree ard 2794 1.221 3007 12313 3036 1.324 3049 1.317 3382 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 78 0-036 56 0-025 56 0.025 73 0.033 67 0-030 50 0-022 72 

FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE S36 0.237 614 0.270 486 0-212 555 0.242 777 0.339 614 06265 1087 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 9 0.004 18 0-008 11 0.005 11 0.005 12 0-005 12 0-005 39 

PROVINCIAL STATUTES Z 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 16953 7.508 20871 9.186 21870 $0559 25310 114052 29026 1246659 28367 126254 22963 
CONVICTIONS - FEMALE 371 0.170 812 0-369 398 0-180 ge7 0-440 1251 0.552 1291 0-563 1490 

MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 4042 1-790 318 0-140 £20 0.227 54C 0.236 384 00167 863 yier2 oe 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 324 0-149 7 0-003 20 0.009 35 0-016 15 0.007 62 0.02 1 
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* * NEW BRUNSWICK * * 


CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS —- MALE 
CONVICTIONS —- FEMALE 


MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS —- MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


* © QUEBEC =a 


CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS —- FEMALE 


FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


af bs ONTARIO * * 


CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS -—- FEMALE 


PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS —- MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 


CONVICTION RATE PER 1000 POPULATION AGES 15 TO 69 ON SUMMARY CONVICTION BY 
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47 
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47 
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43296 
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1416 
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Sho lelT etd 


62225 
5942 


6 2 
RATE 


1.225 
0-027 


02402 
0-016 


8.190 
0.240 


0-798 
0.027 


1-520 
0.072 


0.334 
0.013 


2€ 0434 
1.995 


32129 
C2301 


{i A Ty AS fe 
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2163 12233 
S7 0-033 


S42 0.309 
SA 0.018 


143656 @.185 
477 0.275 


4386 2-S0l 


128 0.074 


2s4el 1.528 


1524 0-090 


21877 1.312 
362 0-021 


sosés 2.020 
33€6 0.200 


1313€6 72876 


7927 0-467 


31323 1.548 


1548 0.077 


790C 0.390 
364 0-018 


§54591 272413 
42645 22116 


$8037 2-869 
5845 0-290 


fet 29 4.60 
[NUMBER] RATE 


2144 1.212 
41 0-023 


458 0.2¢9 
30 0.017 


14327 8.099 
494 0.282 


613 0.347 


32 0-018 


21742 1.274 


1500 0.086 


22339 12309 
387 0-022 


$6$23 Jeslt 
2598 0-150 


144279 82453 


S215 C.3900 


313l2 1-511 


1514 0-073 


7994 0-386 
298 0.014 


€25044 302172 
48400 22338 


74780 3-610 
7400 0.357 
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2419 
34 


€41 
38 
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4429 
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23061 
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446 
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155736 
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8090 
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659410 
53168 


7TS1LE4 
8429 


1-351 
0.019 


0-358 
0.021 


G$e1l28 
0.241 


22474 


02182 


1.319 


0-082 


1.2155 
0.025 


3e21l 
02125 


8e9C7 


0.258 
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0-070 


C2380 
0.018 


30-992 
22500 
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0.396 
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21 
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ss 


24602 
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00424 
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OFFENCE CATEGCRY 
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|NUMBER| RATE 


3048 1.658 
47 0-026 


1051 0.572 
LT 0.9009 


128504 10-067 
387 04.211 


S272 2-868 
So 0-027 


24467 1.328 


2047 0.109 


4787 0-260 
356 0.019 


79S61 40317 
2373 0.127 


218167 11.839 


6902 0-368 


37990 12670 


2056 0.091 


9242 0.406 
sos 0.022 


740955 32-6575 
ssso.l 22444 
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1-79€ 
9.025 


0.S67 
0.023 
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0«26€ 


1-380 
0.114 


0.0 


1-649 
0-080 


02449 
0.025 


40-418 
3.212 
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* 4 4 * eH HK * CONVICTION RATE PER 1000 POPLLATICN AGES 15 TO 69 ON SUMMARY CONVICTION BY OFFENCE CATEGORY * * * * * # * * 
a ee a Sa FF FPPC Fk Oe Le ee Ee RE eR eRe Ee eRe Row e BW Se Ow Wee Se hieoeeeebun Bees 
eee ees eS eS Bo eee ae AS BS = 6 ae Be ae Sa mee Le Ee ADA Ro oe ee Se eo eee ee et ees Et Ss 
tk ee eK Ke Ke KF ee | by ooh: Sy 428 | Le Shoe 3a. (8 LE9F ee uee | fh SF 6test if aioe et cy | Ch Se EO wtp We et. Se me ae 
* * & € € OK K€ * * |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER] RATE |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER] RATE [NUMBER] RATE |NUMBER| RATE | 
Oe Fee ae OTe 5 See Ara SY Rae ke A er eg a I ae |) ay case igs a ie Ga a Se a a ata ea ee Se SS ELS fe eS 
* * MANITOBA x & 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 3857 1.229 44SC 1.526 4501 16517 4685 1.567 4618 1.548 S341 1.778 5490 1-796 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 316 00111 401 02139 296 0.101 353 02119 312 0.105 505 0.168 305 0-100 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 1159 02399 1454 0-494 2501 02.842 2017 0.675 1983 0.665 1886 0.628 1910 0.625 
CONVICTIONS -— FEMALE B82 0.029 126 0.044 175 0-060 150 0.051 249 0-084 124 0.041 147 0.048 


PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS —- MALE 47399 16-328 S0644 17.208 58629 196760 71724 236996 80979 274147 7C689 23.2532 84165 2725841 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 2382 0.839 2454 0.852 3203 1.097 4863 12646 5176 1.740 8534 2-846 €453 2e114 


MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 4673 1.610 4057 1.379 5714 12926 56C8 12.876 15131 52072 5989 1.994 7837 2.564 
CONVICTIONS —- FEMALE 485 Oo1l71 42320 0.149 620 0.212 1075 02364 2350 0.790 1296 0.432 1383 0-453 


* * SASKATCHEWAN * * 


CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS —- MALE 3586 1.2258 4372 1.532 4é51 1.618 4332 16495 4361 1.491 4443 16504 4803 1-€08 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 273 0-102 326 02.122 331 0.122 28C 0.101 341 O0122 292 0.103 288 0-100 


FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTICNS — MALE 1248 0-437 1068 06374 v235 0-430 S33 06529 1489 0.509 1504 0-509 1192 0239S 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 149 0<056 143 0.053 152 0.056 86 0.931 98 90.035 167 0.059 154 0.054 


PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 37862 13-6252 45218 154844 50222 176475 56411 192472 52460 17-935 S8080 19.661 60633 204.299 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 1549 0.579 1766 0.659 2750 1.012 2948 1.2067 3149 1.123 3258 1.147 0 Ub ir 12083 


MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 


CONVICTIONS — MALE 9337 26268 1ilee 3-913 9468 322294 12814 42423 13698 42682 14310 42844 17012 Se€9S 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 729 0.272 @1¢ 0-306 668 0.246 771 0.279 795 06284 1134 0-399 1114 0.387 
* * ALBERTA x 


CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 10047 aes sees 20296 9365 2<145 9037 22038 9487 22114 12034 22614 1r232 2-362 


CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 607 0.152 624 02152 516 0-123 645 0.181 $31 0-122 636 0.142 480 0-104 


FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 3707 Oe&77 3926 0-913 5195 1-190 4870 1.098 $627 12254 5078 12103 $os2 12062 


CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 39:7 C2100 44C 0.107 553 02132 549 02129 576 0.132 503 Oe113 211 0. 046 


PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 84398 19-976 92644 21-555 111860 2546621 104224 234500 112717 256121 106886 234221 104929 22.067 


CONVICTIONS - FEMALE 2689 0.675 3186 0.778 5825 1.393 4317 1.012 3822 0.879 4488 1-004 5106 1-104 


MUNICIPAL EY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 44612 LOesso Sierra 12.069 61143 14.9004 48660 104972 45€70 10-223 29914 62459 15427 32244 


CONVICTIONS —- FEMALE 818 0.205 556 02136 1182 0.283 1313 0-3C8 1451 02334 1061 0.237 779 0.168 
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947 


2818 
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148527 
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24413 
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1.466 108361 


SeSE5 143177 


* * © & & * * * & CONVICTION RATE PER 1000 POPULATION AGES 15 TO 69 ON SUMMARY CONVICTION BY OFFENCE CATEGORY 
eee te eH ee KH eC See Ke KK Ke ET KL HTK HK KEK KKK HEHE HEEL SEC KR HEU HU MU HKhMU KK KE KCK KKH KH KE HTH EK 
e.e+- + &¢ © * * © € KF KF —-— K— K— = ee i= A R Sai eee Gant Saar ee ee ae, ee ee ee ee a a, ee oe 
+e et eo eee ee | 1, 9) 6, 2a [e-is “95. 64°38 Jeo b 684m [Pee oF 6P 59) [wie oF 6 Ge ie Le 980 6. 7. 
* e & & & & & & & & & |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER| RATE |NUMBER| RATE 
Sy SES ES SER SS SS ee a FR hh le OF 
* *BRITISH COLUMBIA® * 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 10434 20010 10763 2.025 ‘11715 20139 12348 20179 14456 20426 14072 2.245 
CONVICTIONS - FEMALE 583 0.116 625 0.121 tar, 0.136 813 0.147 824 02142 920 0.1 £1 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 4992 0-S62 2477 0.466 2323 00424 2193 0.387 2444 0-410 2992 0.477 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 751 0.149 is9 0-031 142 0-027 181 0.033 210 0.036 163 0.027 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS —- MALE 103821 20.004 116920 22.002 134040 24.478 154602 274276 167781 284156 168914 26.944 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 9904 1.964 11693 2.262 12837 26400 15210 2-743 16002 2-760 16744 2.754 
MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTICNS - MALE 14579 2.809 1Ff6€53 3-510 16191 2-957 121289 22150 15687 26632 11375 1.2814 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 2038 0-404 2061 0-399 1780 0-333 1454 0-262 1766 0-305 1512 0.249 
® *YUKON AND NeWeTe® * 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 579 4.226 700 5-072 510 3-669 535 4.023 631 4.54C 596 4.197 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 63 0.€30 80 0-784 58 0.552 64 0-627 68 0-636 97 0.890 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 574 4-190 232 1-681 139 1-000 1s2 1.143 653 4.658 173 1.218 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 162 1-620 51 0.500 24 0.229 3c 0.294 201 1.879 58 0.532 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2890 21.2095 32S€ 23.884 2042 14.691 2508 184857 3256 234424 2004 1446113 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 297 2-970 639 6.853 388 32695 €93 5-814 714 6-673 452 4.147 
MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 34 0-248 2s 0.210 46 0.331 58 0-436 304 2-187 101 0.711 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 2 0-020 1 0-010 (a) 0-0 4 0-039 13 0.121 3 0.028 
* * CANADA x * 
CRIMINAL CODE 
CONVICTICNS — MALE 79158 1.386 94591 1.627 90170 1-519 95234 1-570 103555 1-665 106905 1.669 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 382s 0.068 5301 0.092 5076 0.086 5304 0.088 6636 0.107 6673 0-105 
FEDERAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 63478 1e111 40942 0.704 43295 0.729 41128 0.678 29858 Ce480 28022 0.437 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 3371 0.060 1714 0-030 1778 0-030 1901 0.032 2328 0-038 1927 0.030 
PROVINCIAL STATUTES 
CONVICTIONS - MALE 887436 154£33 96C837 16.5251084854 1842781160444 1941261297075 20.8511288977 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 59326 1.053 67771 1.178 77128 12.309 85353 1-415 98360 1.588 93474 
MUNICIPAL BY-LAWS 
CONVICTIONS — MALE 2651765 4407 282222 4.854 314689 5-302 318721 5-253 382137 6-143 355934 
CONVICTIONS — FEMALE 16606 0-295 17833 0.310 16942 0-288 18114 0-300 21647 0-349 20182 0.317 
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* eK OK KK PERSONS IN CUSTODY IN ADULT INSTITUTIONS IN CANADA BY PROVINCE AND YEAR * 
* ee KEK eK eK eK KK KK KK Fe KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK KK EK K KK KOK 
a a 2a a Val - a 
* PROVINCE | 1960 | 1961 | 1962 | 1963 | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968 
es DRS ee ie ky BE er SRT a ee GRO ae ee ee ee SS SS ae eS Se ee a a Se i 
NE WF OUNDLAND 
PERSONS HNIPROVENGIAL fF - - | = =- |} - -|J=- —-J -"=]F- -| = =yY = =] - -4F 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS |) 222] e338 | 238 | ero] 26a | ase y e2eo | ater d wee | 
POPULATION BV De ‘Be Se f —- = P= -'P =— =f —-- Y=] =-y = j= 4 -— =| = | 7Y- = | 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS] 245 |] 249 | 255° 268] 2ee |] 270 } ers | 2a yf. eee | 
RATE OF DINSTITUTIONAL— | - - J] - -J - -J - -qJT - —~-FY- -t- -Jl- -wt- -l 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 0.907| 0-956] 0-932] 12036] 0.994] 0.711] 0-726] 0.593] 0.666] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN (ik WA be 899 ea yy ee ay Lea Oy Or a eres eee 
PROVINCE POPULATICN | | 0-018] 0.025] 0.021] 0.019] 0.2017] 0.019| 0.022] 0.025] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN [ee ay Seah ee eS yp Sao a Sy SP Sp ae a fh =] OS eS 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 0-072] 0-0 | 04134|-0.022|—0.273| 0.-042|-0.165| 0-150] 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND 
PERSONS IN PROVINCIAL | - - jf - - 1 - - 1 - -J- -t- -J- -t- -1- - 4 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS | 76 | 52 | 53 | Sy j 59 | 38 | so | 63 | 58 | 
POPULATION BY De Be Se J] —" = |} = = 4 - — P= HS 1-0 =- Y-— H- T- Habe S| T= = 1 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS] 59 | 60 | 61 | 62 | 62 | 63) | 64 | 64 | 6s | 
RATE OF INSTITUTIONAL— | - —- J - -4=- -4Fe= -Y- =-f - -J- -t=- -d=- -1 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 142286] 0.872] 0-867] 0-925| 0-949] 0-6C7| 0-925] 0-989] 0.894] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN {E28 ba tee at ey Ee ee ee ent ee 
PROVINCE POPULATION | | 0-008| 0-025] 0-008] 0-010] 0.006] 0-019]—0-002| 0-019] 
NET YEARLY CFANGE IN i is Pa (ee (i ee ae | 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | |-0.316] 0.019] 0.075] 0.035]-0-356| 0.553| 0.068]-0.079] 
NOVA SCOTIA 
PERSONS TN PROVINCIAL | = - J - -F- =—-FP =|j= HP H— Y= H—T = $1 = = 1=- =) 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS { 288 | 303 | 305 |] 2e1 | Sue | 316 4 2s7 | | 2o5* 4]! “2e3" | 
PEPULATRONNGY (De, Bs Se) ff — = f= fH =} setae He hae f= He a 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS| 434 | 439 | 444 | 447 | 451 |] 453 {| 456 | 461 ] a67 | 
PATE GEAINSTIMUTIONAU 1 — es Po —— ba-— kL es KH 1 Here 1 are Re hee as 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 0-664] 0.691] 0-687| 0-628] 0-701] 0-697] 0-630| 0-649| 0-605] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN ese aif nal) ker d Syed Pee 1 See) Sed Se eee a 
PROVINCE POPULATION | | 02012] 0-012] 0-007] 0.007] 0.006] 0.006] 0-011] 0.015] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN iu=e 4) Se Haare a aie Preah Sea eo =e ea Se 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 0-052] 0-007|-0-079| 04125] 0-0 |-0-092| 
NEW BRUNSWICK 
SERECNSEANU PROVINCIAL Hao = He= =) = == ==] @ = =e = tee ea 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS ji 2e2 1 300 | |’ 336 |) 324 | sae] 3S5 | *4a7 49 soe! F280 
DOA ONMAYeDe, Bes? fais | ee] He Hoe ee KH Pe Ese Pe ee 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANOS| 336 | 340 {| 346 | 349 | 352 | 357 1 361 1) 367 4" Sze 4 
PATE GRAMNSTITNUNIONALS Pie oS | -oe) eee |e el - Sheet - ee eee eee 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 02840] 0-883] 0-973] 0-920] 0.9¢C4| 0-996] 12155] 1-084| 0.748| 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN 1). ead Oh) Fe ap Pe Ya, Seg) Se er es 
PROVINCE POPULATION | } 0-012] 0.2016] 0-010] 0.009] 0.014] 0-012] 0-017] 0.019] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN eyeoal Riel Sie | peed =e dl) Ra SLE a ree | 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 0-064] 0.120|-0.045|-0.009] 0116] 04175|]-0.046|-0.296] 


i ek He ce SE, OE 
**x * * € € * 
* * *€ KK EK 
| 1969 | 1970 | 
ee ae 
190 | 189 | 
as eT | 
Per A 303) || 
= i eee = 4 
0-640] 0.625] 
Seed Fie et 
0.030] 0.019] 
“aside | 
0.010|-0.005] 
ees eee | 
67 | 54 | 
ea Nena 1 
65 4 66 | 
ed 
1.024] 0.816] 
See) S| 
0.008| 0.012] 


= = 
02155|-0.194] 


| | 
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8 
474 | 481 | 

wiht bbe Me, 
0e595| 0-543] 
eee A. rl 
0.014] 0.014] 


0-042 ]-0-054|—0.004 |-0.074| 
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Ss ye 1 
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0.886| 0-854| 
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cee oe RRR RE RK RK KK RK EK HH HK KK eK HK KF F 
* ee kK et PERSONS IN CUSTODY IN ADULT INSTITUTIONS IN CANADA BY PROVINCE AND YEAR * * * # * * * * 
ee Cee Qe eee ee eR KEK KE REHEHKR KR EK ER KR HR ARE K KEK EK HK EER HE EEE EE EE 
* € £0604, © BH BOR RR am ee ee ee er a a = Se GLARE Se eh = = ee ee ee ee 
* PRY Vin Ge | 1960 | 1961 | 1962 | 1963 | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968 | 1969 | 1970 
Eas he a a ae ee ee a a a i a ei i eR alte ree re en ee eee 
QUEBEC 
PERSONS, TN) PROVINGIAL . |) =. .= las mace eS 1) ee ee ee | ee 
AOULT INSTITUTIONS | 1247 li t2so | iss6. [1744 izsd | Le75 ul et zsonletest eller sie etess slmetia3 0 | 
POPULATION GY Oc Biss Sey (ous [jaime ts cee ee] | | | 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS] 3133 | 3206 | 3285 | 3364 | 3444 | 3529 | 3619 | 3718 | 3801 | 3883 lesos2 5] 
RATE OF .INSTITUGIONAL= l=) of of poe ey en eal ee) en | ee ee 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 04398] 046390] 0-468] 0-518] 04563] 04531] 0-478] 0+439| 0-442] 02421] 0.438] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN ew oa a eee pe Si, 2 ares SS She SS Pe aS pe aT Sees 
PROVINCE POPULATION | } 0.023] 0.025] 0.024] 0-024| 0.025| 0.026| 0-027| 0.022] 0.022| 0.018] 
NETENEAREVUCHANGE UN Ot) algo eal ee ee ea) Ro (eee | nt ee 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 0.002] 0-229] 02135]-0.007| 0.083|-0.077|-0-057| 0.029]-0.026| 0.058] 
ONTARIO 
PERSONS LN PROVINGIAL, | [)p=)a=ilgue) lia weal ee ee ee ee | 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS | 5058 | 5386 | 5026 | So92 | 4855 | 4663 | 4514 | 4700 | 4769 | 4727 | 4554 | 
POPULATIONIBY, Dis’ Gis, Se pla p= Were) oie come [ee es [le eke ee oe |) | 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS| 3848 | 3900 | 3963 | 4039 | 4142 | 4254 |] 4388 | 4545 | 4686 | 4823 | 4988 | 
RATE OF INST.LTUTEONAL= ll moe sll ube ull tue cole el eee 8 ee eee ee 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 1.314] 1.6381] 1.268] 1.261| 12172| 1-056] 1.029] 1-034] 1.018] 0-980] 0-913] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN 1 ses oe ee ea ee ee = eee oe ee 
PROVINCE POPULATION | | 0-014] 0-016] 0-019] 0-026] 02027| 0.031] 0-036] 0.031] 0.029] 0.034 | 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN Vhs ll ee ol ee ol ake eee eal ee eee eee 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 06065|-0-067] 0-013]-0-047|- 0-040|-0.032| 0.041] 0-015|-9.009|-0.037] 
MANITOBA 
PERSONS IN PROVINGTALS) || =e = [i= bee fa ee a) ee ee | ee ee | ee ee | 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS VG At ciel) waka i) Gael) Gata I Gem Gis Prec I) wee yy Sake a 
POPULATION (BY iO... Bie sSe. |i ae | oe ee ee ee ee ee | eee ee | 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS! 559 | S66 | 574 | 582 | 589 | 594 | 596 | 600 | 611 | 622 | 628 | 
RATE OFP INSTLSUTIONAL ell oe = of ee Eee el See ee ee Sea le el ee el 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 1.056] 146236€| 1-190] 1-229] 1-168] 1-154] 1.167] 1-023] 1.156] 1-161] 0.852] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN | sere ob Seal Sard oo) | eae) = | = rele rele | 
PROVINCE POPULATICN | | 0-013] 0-014] 02014] 0-011] 0-009] 0-002] 0-008| 0-017] 0.018] 0-010] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN hoger = oa ae ea) Se) Seer Se = | Slee ie ee 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | 1 0-184|-0.024] 0.048]-0-039|—0-003] 0-013]-0.117] 0.150] 0.023|-0.259] 
SASKATCHEWAN 
PERSONS EN IPROVINGITAL~« | = seal = eee | =e f= eee | ee ee eee) a eee eee lee - | 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS {| 14324) ) 5394) Visitas tsa7 jon 60s (| sese |) '5s42e| e o6r alec om) meSesesiemoci st 
POPULATION BYUDs Beas | —'S 1) =) — wear SE ee ee ee ee | aaa ele 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS| 550 | 553 | 553 | 553 | 559 | 566 | 573 | 580 | S86 | S92 | 586 | 
BAX & OR INSTLUTT ONAG— (Seay =a ies Ht ets ee |) ae eh |e | | 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 0.786] 0.975] 0-936] 0-989] 142079] 12120| 0-946] 0.978] 1-088] 0.985| 0-899] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN | - -|- -|- - |- -|- oa | = = | =~ = | = = | - - } - = efor - | 
PROVINCE POPULATICN | | 0-006{ 0.001{-0.000] 0.011] 0-013] 0.012] 0.012] 0-012] 0.009]-0.009] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN | =e SPS |) Sie PS eee Se = a ee eee 
INSTITUTICN POPULAT. | | 0-248]-0-039| 0-056| 0+102{ 0-051|—02145| 0-046| 0-125]—-0.086|-0-096]| 


ee eee EK KKK KR Re KR RE KEK KK KEK KK 


«ee € * € Se ETH See 
* ee KK * PERSONS IN CUSTODY IN ADULT INSTITUTIONS IN CANADA BY PROVINCE ANO YEAR * * & * & & *& & 
SES Se EKK KEK KEK EK KERR E RE KE RAKE KEK © KKK KK RK HEHEHE KEK KRENEK KH KE 
A MS OM BRR ye cre ae me mea ee ae ae ee a te eee | RR me ee ee ee it ie ee ee 
* PROVINCE | 1960 | 1961 | 1962 | 1963 | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 |] 1968 | 1969 | 1970 | 
APA BREE eH Ee Ak Sok Re Re ee 8 en ee ee eee) eae Eh, es eS ee eee fo oe) ee 
ALBERTA 
(EL SYOINS) QUI EL ROMANS Nh ea See SS SS SiS Sale Ss =] =]Ss =f 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS | s6e 5] Sago [1162 |) 1327 |) 1337 | see ||) 1229) || tso6u|icos) | 16198) |e1sase) 
PORUCARNGN EE VEUem Bier Seti f=) ee eg || 7 fh — ie ped ee) eee eae ee 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS| 781 | 801 | 821 | 839 | #855 | 870 | 884 | 907 | 938 | 971 | 1006 | 
RUNS, Tr sine) Cre syn io || cee ee SS SS ea YS Sa She Shae Sets jhe =] 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 1.111] 16111] 12415] 16574] 1.564] 1.570] 1.391] 1-660] 1709] 1.667] 1-476] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN Se as ee ee Re ee Sie eS Se i Sie SF 
PROVINCE POPULATION | | 0-026] 0-024| 0.022] 0-018] 0.018] 0.016| 0.027] 0.034] 0.035| 0.035| 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN PS SS SPS oo ee Sh SiS Spe Saye Sie Sips 2a 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | ] 0-025] 02306] 04137] 0-012] 0.2022]—0.100] 0-225] 0.064| 0.010]-0.083]| 
BRITISH COLUMBIA 
PERSCNS IN PROVINCIAL | - -1- -{f- -J]- =J- -J- -~-J- -J- -J- -J- -!- -] 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS | rs0o {2092 || 2152 | 2361 |) 2337 |) 2452 | e517 | 2356 [2370 | 2288 |) 2089) | 
POPULATION BY De Be Se | = -] - - J] —- —-J = =~J = =} = =] - -t = =] - =f =+- -t- -4Y 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS | 996 | 1005 | Yo2es | 04a | 1083 | 1121 | 11976 |) 1235 } es86 | 1337 |] 1397 ] 
RATE OF INSTITUTIONAL- | - - |] - -—-{1[- -[J- =-J- -J- -J- -l- -J|- -J- -J- - J 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 1-807] 2-081] 2103] 2-252] 22159] 2-169] 22141] 1-908] 1-843] 1.688] 1.495] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN nt ann | (| 
PROVINCE POPULATION | | 0-009] 0.018] 0-025| 0-033] 0-036] 0-049| 0-050] 0-041] 0-040] 0.045] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN = |=] = =-l=- == =~-J- =] = =~] = = 4 = =] = = 1] = = 1 =H = 1 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 0-162] 0.029] 0.097]-0.010] 0-041] 0.035|/-0.064| 0.006|—0-047]|-0.075] 
YUKON & NORTHWEST TERR. 
PERSONS SINEPROVINGIAG 9 ]o= = [P= = = = | = = Se ee Se SS ee = ed eel 
ADULT INSTITUTIONS | 34 | iit i] se | 45 | St | 7o | 67 | 3a) | 1090] ets ae ae 
(PRRUEATGN EY Bo Mo Se [P= == =i) = Si> She St] =|loa == Sel= ete S| = =] 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS | ee | 23 | 24 | 24°) 24 | 24 | 25 | 2om 26 | 27 | 28 | 
ROE Gls KETO Tl = = i= SiS Si oS Sia Sta Saye aio all> Site =| 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 12581| 3-142] 2-363] 1-875] 2-090] 24979] 24724] 142514] 44144] 42419] 3.978] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN SS pf =a a Sea aS aa SS HS Se SS ee 
PROVINCE POPULATION | 1 0-051] 0-049] 0.013] 0.017]-—0-037| 0-047] 0-020] 0-048] 0.015] 0.045] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN | Se -Sii Se Sel Ss Sle SPS aS SS Sih eS her aa el 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 1-088]-0-211]-0-196] 0-133] 0-373|—0.043|—-0.433| 1.868] 0.083|—0.059| 
CANADA (TOTAL) 
PERSON SHRINE RU ALIN CIA Comme | tee —0 | eta Ne ett | | | 
AOULT INSTITUTIONS 1089s [11821 |12065 |12755 |12559 |12627 [12257 [12339 ]12686 |12538 |11863 | 
SELON) GE? Dh Ge Se 2 S49) = sf SSeS S ae S| >= Sie Heth =] jae =) 
ESTIMATE IN THOUSANDS!]10962 [11142 [11349 [11568 |11826 |12101 |12416€ ]12783 |]13129 |13472 113819 | 
Was We UNS RURebh= T S Si SS Pa Ste So ato] SS SS Sih Sa See eS 
IZATION PER THOUSAND | 0-994] 1-061] 1-063] 1-103] 1-062] 1-043] 0.987] 0-965| 0-966] 0-931] 0.858] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN Pe dS re Se oar Sie aS ele Soha Se a eS 
PROVINCE POPULATION | | 02016] 0-019] 0-019] 0-022] 0.023] 0-026] 0-030] 0-027] 0-026] 0-026] 
NET YEARLY CHANGE IN | = (ea eae oh Sa SS Si) a ip ails She subse | | 
INSTITUTION POPULAT. | | 0.085] 0.021] 0-057]-0-015| 0-005]-0-029| 0-007| 0-028|-0-012]-0.054] 
* * * K€ STATISTICS TAKEK FROM DeBeSe CATALOGUES 85-207; 91-202 AND 91-Slle PROVINCIAL * * * * & * 
* & & & & *€ &€ * * & POPULATION FIGURES ARE BASED UPON NUMBER OF PERSONS 15 TO 69 * * * * * * € * * 
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